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LONDON, APRIL 7, 1877. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


‘WE CANNOT PRETEND to penetrate the mystery in which 
Tord Penzance'’s alleged retirement is involved, but as 
it said to have some connection with the question of salary, 
may be worth while to recall the very singular circum- 
‘gtances which occurred with reference to the learned 
) judge’s salary at the time the Public Worship Bill was 
passing through Parliament. On July 29, 1874, Mr. 
“W. H. Smith moved in committee that it was expedient 
to authorize the payment out of the Consolidated Fund 
of the salary of any judge appointed under the Act for 
‘the Regulation of Public Worship, the intention being, 
‘08 Mr. Disraeli subsequently explained, to found upon 
the resolution a clause in the Bill authorizing for three 
‘years asum not exceeding £3,000 a year to be paid to 
he judge. This was strongly objected to, but was 
carried on a division. Two days afterwards, how- 
ever, Mr. Disraeli moved that the order be discharged, 
“*a communication having been made to him which in- 
‘duced him to believe that the resolution was no longer 
necessary,” the services of a judge ‘‘ of the highest dis- 
‘tinction ” having been secured, who would “ require no 
dncrease of remuneration beyond the pension he had 
ready earned as a reward for his services.” On the 
#hird reading of the Public Worship Bill, however, a 
‘memorandum signed by the two archbishops was read by 
Mr. Disraeli, in which it was stated that Lord Penzance 
d “consented to undertake the office subject to the 
Provisions as to salary and emoluments which are 
mbodied in the Bill and which may hereafter be 
de by Parliament,” and the archbishops added that 
they believed they would be able to submit to the 
fovernment a plan by which a salary might be provided 
the judge by a rearrangement of ecclesiastical 
ees.” Mr. Disracli explained that in the statement he 
lad previously made he did not refer to Lord Penzance, 
mat to “‘another eminent and distinguished judge.” 
ut the resolution was not re-introduced, and the result 
as that the Bill passed into lew without any clause 
lating to the salary of the new judge. On the 20th 
it October, 1875, however, Lord Penzance became, upon 
be resignation of Sir R. Phillimore, Official Principal of 
Arches Court of Canterbury and Master of the 
Faculties, and on the 30th of October, 1875, Official 
fincipal of the Chancery Court of York. It is under. 
bod that the average emoluments of these offices are 
Wmewhere about £1,000 a year. 


id 





| Wun tue Treasury minvre as to the costs of 
nal prosecutions was first broached, we said that, 

bad of settling the matter in a manner satisfactory 

# the country, as Mr. Cross said it did, it ought rather 
poe said to settle it in a manner satisfactory to the 
; for that, as regards costs at sessions, the effect 

id be to perpetuate the then existing state of things, 
my saving the Treasury the trouble of examining claims 





and vouchers. The statistics given by Mr. Gorst in the 
House of Commons on Thursday evening show that this 
has been the operation of the new system. In the 

county of Lancaster the result is stated to have actually 
been to increase very considerably the amount of costs 

borne by the ratepayers; that is, as we understand the 
statement, there is an increased burden on the rate. 
payers notwithstanding the discontinuance of the illegal 
practice of disallowing costs which the local treasurer has 
paid on the certificate of the clerk of assize. The answer of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was not quite ingenuous, 
He spoke of “ the old common law principle” that the costs 
were to be paid out of local funds, and made much of 
the “act of grace and favour” by which, thirty years 
ago, the State undertook to defray the whole of these 
charges. He did not point out that, after the State had 
deliberately expressed its will that the whole of these 
charges should be defrayed, certain officers of the State 
took upon themselves to perpetrate what Mr. Justice 

Lush, in Reg. v. Lords of the Treasury (20 W. R. 336), 

distinctly stated to be “a violation of the Act of Parlia- 
ment,” and to retain money which Mr. Justice Mellor, 

in the same case, stated “he entertained no doubt what- 
ever . . . belonged to the counties”; and also, he 
omitted to point out that, by a peculiarly clever device, 
the violation of the law which the Treasury had been 
perpetrating was not only condoned, but ordained to 
be the standard of its action in the future as regards 
sessions costs. 





A LEARNED AND ABLE “Tenant,” whose letter will be 
found in another column, takes upthe cudgelsfor the For. 
feiture Relief Bill, the idea of which he ardently admires, 
We imagine most tenants will agree with him. Itisa 
pleasant discovery to find that, after you have entered 
into a contract expressly made determinable on your 
default, the Legislature kindly proposes to step in and 
make a new contract not determinable on your default, 
All that remains to complete the blissful scene is for the 
same benevolent power to apply the old usury laws to 
rent. Bearing in mind that relief is already afforded 
for forfeiture in cases of inequitable conduct by the lessor 
and unavoidable accident preventing the lessee from 
fulfilling his contract, we want to know why it is 
“a great iniquity” and “detestable” for a landlord to 
enforce a contract the tenant has chosen to enter into, 
upon an act or default which the tenant has chosen to 
commit? The only answer that can be given is either (1) 
because the tenant is a person of weak intellect, incap- 
able of judging whether it was or was not for his 
interest to enter into the contract; or (2) because the 
subject-matter of tenancy is a monopoly, and the 
tenant is in the power of the landlord. The first reason 
may be at once dismissed from consideration ; the second, 
if true at all, is only true as regards agricultural 
land. There is no necessarily limited supply of 
houses; and in the letting of houses the tenant is 
usually master of the situation. In the vastly greater 
number of cases to which the measure, if passed into 
law, will be applicable, therefore, there is not the 
shadow of an argument for it on principle, unless you 
hold (as Vice-Chancellor Malins holds in the case of 
elderly clergymen : see Helsham v. Barnett, 21 W. R. 
309) that persons of full age, average und and 
under no pressure or influence, ought to be protected: 
from disadvantageous contracts entered into by them 
with their eyes open, and without any fraud or misre- 
presentation by the other party to the contract, And as 
regards agricultural land, the influence of the so-called 
monopoly in placing it in the power of the landlord to 
extort what terms he pleases from the tenant, is greatly 
exaggerated. Let ‘‘ A Tenant” inquire as to whether the 
landlord always or generally carries his points in the 
prolonged @ which ocours over the terms of the 
l of a farm. The agricultural tenant is = 
capable of protecting his own interest. But “ 

23 
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Tenant” says that the parties. to the contract, at 
fhe time it is made, never contemplate the right of 
re-entry being treated as anything more than as a 
means of securing its due performance, and, he asks, 
if the parties intend it as a security, why, within limits, 
should not the courts treat it as such? Where has 
“A Tenant” obtained his information as to the ‘‘ con- 
templation” of landlords and tenants respectively ? 
If not from his own imagination, we think it must be 
from the fact that provisoes for re-entry are so seldom 
enforced ; but is it not more probable that this circum- 
stance may be due to the salutary effect of the proviso 
for re-entry in securing the due performance of the 
covenants? The alleged necessity for this Bill is the best 
possible proof that landlords do, as a matter of fact, 
intend what is stated in the proviso; and if tenants 
intend something different they ought not to enter into 
2 contract containing an unqualified proviso for re-entry. 





‘We ane most or vs familiar with instances in politics 
where the reason has been led captive by a word, but 
it is seldom that the law reports furnish such an example 
6f this as is afforded by the case of In re Maple- 
back, (25 W. R. 103, L. R. 4 Ch. D. 150). A man 
who had borrowed a sum of £100, subsequently forged 
his creditor’s name to an acceptance for a further sum of 
£100. He then confessed to the creditor what he had 
‘done, promising to give security for the whole sum of 
£200 if the latter would take up the bill, so as to prevent 
the natural consequences of the crime. To this course 
the creditor assented, provided for the payment of the 
forged bill, and took a bill of sale of all the debtor’s 
effects to secure the £200. Under this bill of sale he 
took possession, and the debtor then became 
bankrupt. The Chief Judge held that the as- 
signment was for an illegal consideration—namely, 
@ waiver by the assignee, in order to secure his 
own private benefit, of his right and duty to pro- 
secute the forger, and that consequently the bill of 
sale was bad as against the trustee. But the Court of 
Appeal, whilst apparently agreeing with the view that 
the consideration was bad, refused to deal with that 
point. The assignee, they said, was not asking for the 
assistance of the court to enforce the assignment. He 
had got possession under a transaction which, valid or 
invalid, the bankrupt could never have impeached, and 
the trustee could have no better right to impeach it than 
the person through whom he claimed. He only has 
-guch a better right when the bankruptcy law, or the 
general law in favour of creditors, expressly gives it him ; 
it is only so given him in respect of an assignment which 
‘the law deems to be practically a fraud on the creditors, 
-and this was nothing of the kind. The process adopted 
in the decision reversed appears to have been 
‘somewhat like this:—The transaction was invalid in 
-one sense; the next thing was to say that, being invalid, 
it was invalid in every sense. Because it was invalid 
in the sense that the court would not assist either of 
‘the parties in carrying it out, therefore, after it had been 
‘carried out, the creditors of one of the parties were to 
be entitled to say that it must be rescinded. That there 
is more in a logical application of simple legal principles 
without reference to ildering authorities than is 
dreamt of, we will not say in the philosophy, but in the 
practice of the profession, we fully believe. But it is 
mot often that arguments and authorities are all so 
meatly swept away by applying to a new combination of 
facts a principle so simple that it only needs to be 
-stated to commend itself as irrefragable. 


Young men, says an American journal, are alwa 
‘advised by their elders to poy ot tack high. Mr, 
Saportis, who lately sued the city of New York, set his at 
116,000dols. The jury gave him six cents. 





THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 
III. 


We come now to the greatest novelty of the Bill, the 
re-introduction of the system of composition deeds. We 
have seen that the creditors at the first general meeting 
may resolve that the proceedings under the bankruptcy 
petition be stayed, and the affairs of the debtor be 
wound up, and his property administered under a deed 
of arrangement. The court must thereupon (clause 20) 
order that the proceedings under the bankruptcy petition 
be stayed for such time as may be necessary to obtain 
the confirmation by the court of the deed. It is not by 
any means clear upon the Bill that the subsequent pro- 
ceedings with reference to this deed of arrangement 
must be those specified in clause 23; but this we 
must assume is intended. It is clearly intended, 
however, that a debtor may enter into a deed of arrange. 
ment without any petition having been presented, for 
clause 23 (10) provides for the case where a bank- 
ruptcy petition has not been filed “against or by the 
arranging debtor.” Yet the opening words of that 
clause provide that a deed of arrangement may be 
entered into between a debtor and his creditors “in 
manner provided by this Act,” which might be held 
to refer to the manner provided in clause 19, viz., by re- 
solution at the first meeting of the creditors. The 
drafting seems rather loose here, and ought to be 
amended before the Bill passes into law. 

Assuming that it is intended that the deed of arrange. 
ment shall be governed by the same rules whether it be 
resolved upon at the first meeting or initiated without 
any bankruptcy petition; we may now proceed to con- 
sider what these rules are. To a great extent they 
are taken from the short-lived Act of 31 & 32 Vict. 
c. 104, combined, however, with some novelties. The 
execution of the deed by the debtor (if it takes place in 
England) must be attested by a practising solicitor, and 
seven days after execution it must be filed in court by 
filing an attested copy. Within four days after the 
filing of the deed the debtor must file a list similar to that 
required by the Act above referred to, giving details of his 
debts and a statement of his property, with an affidavit 
verifying the list and statement. The provisions of the 
former Act as to notice being given of the filing of the 
list and statement are not reproduced. The deed must 
be assented to by a majority in number representing 
three-fourths in value of the creditors of the debtor, 
and also by the committee of inspection, if any, the 
assent of the creditors being testified by signing the 
deed of arrangement or “some document in a form pre- 
scribed for that purpose.” Following the former Act, it 
is also provided that “ every assenting creditor must prove 
his debt”; but it is not provided that in the computation 
of the requisite majority no creditor shall be reckoned 
who does not prove his debt-—surely a remarkable over- 
sight. It is provided that “the value of all securities 
for his debt held by any creditor on the debtor's prop- 
erty shall be deducted from the amount of his debt,’ 
and by the next sub-clause (8) it is provided that “ every 
person who would be entitled to prove or claim in 
bankruptcy shall, for the purposes of the deed and this 
part of this Act, be deemed a creditor for the amount 
for which his proof or claim would be admitted in bank- 
ruptcy.” No special provision appears to be made for 
obtaining the examination of the debtor or any other 
person with reference to his affairs, and if the deed of 
arrangement is entered into without a bankruptcy 
petition, it may, perhaps, be doubted whether there 
will be any means of examining the debtor, for the general 
provision in part 1 (clause 22) relating to the debtor 
submitting to such examination as the committee of 
inspection, trustee, or receiver may reasonably require, 
or as may be “directed py the court by order made on 
application by the committee of inspection, trustee, or 
receiver, or any creditor or person interested,” might 
be held to be applicable exclusively to the cases to which . 
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part 1 relates, viz. where a bankruptcy petition has 
been presented. ‘That part is headed ‘‘ proceedings 
under a bankruptcy petition.” 

Within twenty-eight days after the execution of the 


. deed by the debtor he, or any of his creditors, may apply 


to the court to confirm the deed. The court will give 
the prescribed notices, and, if satisfied that the require- 
ments of the Act have been complied with, must confirm 
.the deed, and may stay any proceedings, or annul any 
provisional order, or dismiss any petition. The only 
restriction on the power of the court to confirm the deed 
is that, where no bankruptcy petition has been filed 
against or by the arranging debtor, and the deed pro- 
vides that a composition shall be accepted by the 
creditors in discharge of their debts, the composition 
must not be less than 5s. in the pound. The confirma- 
tion of the deed by the court, or the refusal of the court 
to confirm it, is to be conclusive in all courts as to the 
‘validity or invalidity of the deed. If it is hoped that 
this provision will prevent litigation, we can only wonder 
at the idea. The clause, of course, leaves open for liti- 
gation all sorts of questions as to the construction of the 
deed. 

After the deed has been filed, the court is empowered 
to appoint a receiver or manager of the property or busi- 
ness of the debtor and to restrain actions, &c. (clause 24). 
It is not stated whether the court may appoint a receiver 
when trustees are appointed by the deed. If it may, 
there would be a pleasing clash of authority. The effect 
of the deed, if it provides for the distribution of all the 
property of the arranging debtor among his creditors, 
is expressed by clause 25 as being that ‘‘ in addition to 
the property expressly comprised, or purporting to be 
comprised, in the deed, all the property which would, 
if the debtor were adjudged a bankrupt, be divisible 
among his creditors, shall be deemed to be the property 
of the debtor for the purposes of the deed, and shall 
vest in the trustee (if any) appointed by the deed.” We 
are at a loss to know what this means. If the debtor 
were adjudged a bankrupt when? It is next 
provided that all such executions, attachments, 
conveyances, payments, &c., as would be void 
against the trustee in. the case of a bankruptcy 
Shall be void against the trustee,. the inspectors, 
and the creditors in the case of a deed of arrangement 
‘under this section. Does this mean as if the debtor 
‘had been adjudged bankrupt at the date of the deed ; or 
what does it mean? A similar observation is appli- 
cable to the next sub-clause, which gives the trustees and 
inspectors of the deed, and the creditors bound thereby, 
and the debtor, as between themselves and as against 
third parties, and in all other respects, the same powers, 
tights, and remedies, and subjects them to the same 
obligations, “ as if the debtor had been adjudged a bank- 
rupt.” 

Clause 26 enables the court, if it is shown to its satis- 
faction that the deed has been executed by the debtor 
“vexatiously, or frivolously, or for the purpose of delay, 
‘and not with a view to an arrangement in good faith 
with his creditors” or in other specified events, on the 
application of any creditor or person interested, to de- 


' clare, if the deed has been confirmed, that the deed shall 


‘be void so far as regards any release to the debtor, and, 
if the deed has not been confirmed, that it shall be void 
to all intents; and by the same order the court may re- 
Vive the bankruptcy proceedings, or adjudge the detor 
“bankrupt without any bankruptcy petition. This clause 
.4ppears to afford scope for considerable litigation. 





= = 





al 
Sir R. P. Amphlett was seized with a slight attack of 
“paralysis on Tuesday. He is stated to be progressing 
“favourably. 
At the annual meeting of Lancashire justices held on the 
29th ult., at Preston, the Hon. Captain Legge was appointed 
@ large wm gd chief constable of Lancashire, in the 
‘place of Colonel Bruce, resigned. 





THE INCLOSURE OF MANORIAL WASTES. 
Iil. 


Tue observations on this subject contained in our former 
articles may have been sufficient to show that’ beneficial 
interests in the waste of a manor often exist, although 
they are latent and forgotten; and that the legal pre- 
sumption as to the property of the lord frequently de- 
feats rights which patient investigation would discover. 
The history of many wastes might be cited to show that 
the want of such investigation, combined with the 
supineness of commoners whose rights are manifest, has 
resulted in a negligent acquiescence in illegal inclosure 
of the first kind to which we referred, namely, private 
inclosure by the lord under the colour of an alleged right 
or agreement. 

Passing now to the second method of inclosing, that 
by Act of Parliament on the inquiry and report of the 
Inclosure Commissioners, the practice has hitherto been 
in a most unsatisfactory condition. Although it seems 
to the uninitiated that the General Inclosure Act of 1845 
makes the public benefit as much a question for the con- 
sideration of the commissioners as the enrichment of 
private individuals, the commissioners do not seem to 
have so interpreted their duties. In giving evidence 
before a parliamentary committee on open spaces in 
1865 one of them stated the practice of the office to be, 
after the receipt of an application for an inclosure, to 
“send an assistant-commissioner down to hear objec- 
tions, and to investigate the matter generally. A hearing 
is held after notice, and ‘he makes his report upon all the 
circumstances of the case; upon that, if we find the 
opposition is not great, and if we find that there are 
advantages in an agricultural point of view—because I 
take it we do not consider that itis for us to determine 
whether upon public points of view it is right that they 
should be inclosed, because they come before Parliament 
afterwards—if we find that it is right in all the details, we 
make a provisional order.” And yet the Act of 1845, 
under which the practice thus described has been 
adopted, expressly requires the matter to be dealt with 
from a public point of view. Amongst many other pro- 
visions to that effect it provides that the commissioners 
shall only make a provisional order for inclosure if they 
“ shall be of opinion, having regard as well to the health, 
comfort, and convenience of the inhabitants of any 
cities, towns, villages, or populous places in or near any 
parish in which the land proposed to be inclosed, or any 
part thereof, shall be situate, as to the advantage of the 
proprietors of the land to which such application shall 
relate, that the proposed inclosure would be expedient ” 
(section 27). It is not easy to see on what possible prin- 
ciples of construction the commissioners could, after 
reading these provisions of the old law, have come to so 
extraordinary a conclusion as to the nature of their 
duties as that above cited; and the practice which they 
have adopted—resulting, as it has, in indiscriminate in- 
closure, with the scantiest allotments for the poor or for 
public recreation grounds—has been one of the chief 
grounds of public dissatisfaction with the existing law. 

If the facts to which we have so far called attention 
are considered, it would seem that two of the main ob- 
jects of the Legislature in dealing with the question of 
commons should have been, firstly, either to prohibit 
private inclosure entirely, or to amend the law with regard 
to it, we do not say by altering the legal presumption as 
to the rights in the soil, but, at any rate, by creating 
such remedies as would have been some safeguard against 
wrongful appropriation. A second object should have 
been to amend the law with respect to parliamentary in- 
closure by limiting the powers of the commissioners with 
reference to commons in which, owing to their proximity 
to large towns, the public have the greatest interest, and 
by more accurately defining the duties of the commis- 
sioners with regard to such commons so as to insure 
their making inquiries and framing their provisional 
orders and reperts with due regard to the public interest. 
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It remains to consider how the matter has been dealt 
with by the Commons Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 58). 

The preamble of this Act begins by calling attention 
to the protection which the existing law was intended to 
afford the public, and then recites that “it is desirable 
to make further provision for bringing under the notice 
of the said ccmmissioners and of Parliament any circum- 
stances bearing on the expediency of allowing the in- 
closure of a common, and that inclosure in severalty as 
opposed to regulation of commons should not be here- 
after made unless it can be proved to the satisfaction of 
the said commissioners and of Parliament that such in- 
closure will be of benefit to the neighbourhood as well 
as to private interests.” The enactment itself is divided 
into two parts. The main provisions of the first part 
may be roughly classified as relating to (1) the regula- 
tion as opposed to the inclosure of commons, this plan of 
**yegulating” being the principal change made in the 
law; (2) the positive duty of the commissioners, whether 
the application be for inclosure or for regulation only, 
to consider the benefit of the neighbourhood, and in any 
case to secure to the public, when requisite, such privi- 
leges as free access to particular points of view, the right 
of still using suitable parts of the common for recreation, 
&c.; (3) the conferring of certain privileges upon town 
authorities with reference to suburban commons; (4) 
the new form of procedure to be adopted by the com- 
missioners; and (5) the abolition of a jurisdiction which 
the Charity Commissicners had, or had assumed to have, 
to order the sale of allotments set out for the benefit of 
the poor or for recreation grounds on previous inclosures. 
The second part of the Act amends the Inclosure Acts 
with respect to the allotments of field, garden, and re- 
creation grounds, and to town or village greens. It also 
confers a jurisdiction upon the county courts to restrain 
by injunction every illegal inclosure of a common, and it 
attempts to put an end to the stealth characteristic of 
private inclosures by enacting that any person proposing 
to inclose any part of a common shall give three months’ 
notice of his intention by public advertisement in two or 
more loca] newspapers. 

Some of these provisions require more careful con- 
sideration. The Act begins by enacting that every 
application to the commissioners hereafter is to be either 
(1) for the regulation of the common or (2) for its in- 
closure. Schemes for regulation are to provide for both 
or either of the following objects, namely, for what the 
Act calls the ‘‘ adjustment of rights” of the proprietors, 
and what it calls “ improvement,” such improvement con- 
sisting in the appointment of conservators, the draining 
and planting of the common, the making of bye-laws to 
prevent nuisances, and the like. Regulation in the sense 
of “ improvement” is clearly most desirable as to commons 
in the neighbourhood of large towns, and it was prob- 
ably suggested by the successful working of the Metro- 
politan Commons Act, 1866. But unfortunately the 
new Act fails in precisely those particulars which have 
made schemes for the regulation of metropolitan com- 
mons, under the Act of 1866, successful or possible. 
That Act went to the root of the matter by enacting 
that no application for the inclosure of a metropolitan 
ecmsmon should thereafter be entertained by the commis- 
sioners. Consequently, the choice of the persons in- 
terested did not lie between regulation and inclosure, 
but between regulating the common and leaving it in 
statu quo. Moreover, under that Act either the local 
authority or any of the commoners are at liberty to make 
the application for regulation, and even with so large a 
class of persons eligible, difficulty has been sometimes 
experienced in finding any willing to apply in cases in 
which public interest imperatively required that some 
scheme of regulation or management should be adopted. 
What, then, do we find on compering these provisions 
with those of the new Act? In the first place, the latter 
contains no clause limiting the powers of the commis- 
sioners to the regulation, as opposed to the inclosure, of 
commens in the neighbourhood of large { towns. 





Secondly, the power of applying, instead of being- 


vested in the local authority or any of the commoners, 
is to be exercised only by persons representing one-third 

in value of such interests in the common as are proposed 

to be affected by the provisional order; and, further, 

the provisional order cannot be made without the consent: 
of persons representing two-thirds in value of the 

interests affected, or without the concurrence of the 

lord of the manor. How often commons are likely to- 
be ‘‘ regulated”? on the motion or with the consent of a. 
body of persons whose thoughts, if they act in common 

at all, will naturally lean towards inclosure rather than: 
regulation, it is not necessary to inquire. 


It is material to point out that, although the Act thus- 
fails properly to insure the regulation as opposed to the 
inclosure of suburban commons, it does, nevertheless, by 
the new form of procedure which it provides. 
for the exercise of the powers of the commis- 
sioners, give increased security both to the public 
and to the ccmmoners. It insures publicity to every 
application to the commissioners, and to the proceedings 
consequent thereon, enforces inquiry into every possible 
bearing of the question in its relation to the public as 
well as to the proprietors, and requires the assistant. 
commissioner in his report to the commission, and the 
commissioners in their report to Parliament, to state de. 
finitely the information on which the report is founded,. 
the objections which have been raised, and the reasons- 
for the conclusion arrived at. Whatever be the nature of 
the application any member of the public has now a right, 
not merely to be heard, but to have his objections 
definitely recorded as a means of influencing the ultimate 
conclusion on the mode in which the common is to be 
dealt with. It is also important to consider how far the 
above objections to the requirements of the Act with 
reference to the persons who may put ite machinery in 
motion are counter-balanced by the rights and powers 
conferred upon urban sanitary authorities in the case of 
suburban commons. Such commons are defined by the 
Act to be those “ situate either wholly or partly in any 
town or towns, or within six miles of any town or towns,” 
meaning by town a municipal borough, an Improvement 
Act district, or a local Government district having a 
population of ‘not less than 5,000 inhabitants. The 
sanitary authority, then, is to have notice of every 
application to the commissioners with reference to such 
a common. It is to be at liberty to appear on the 
inquiry before the assistant commissioner for the pur- 
pose of protecting the interests of the town, and to 
undertake to contribute out of its funds for the further- 
ance of any scheme likely to be of public benefit. 
Further, a limited power of initiative is also given, 
it being enabled itself to apply for a regulation scheme, 
provided one-third in value of the persons interested in- 
the common consent, and, as a reward for its activity, it 
may itself be invested with powers of management over 
the common. These provisions are commended to the 
serious consideration of the authorities to whom they 
relate. It is true that the beneficial effect of them in s0- 
far as they confer a power of initiating proceedings for 
the public benefit may, to a great extent, be negatived: 
by the consent of the lord of the manor being made, as- 
has been stated, a condition precedent to the validity of 
every scheme, but the negative power of resisting all 
schemes likely to prejudice the public is absolute, 
and its importance can scarcely be over estimated. 
For it is apprehended that it is on the energy of 
the sanitary authorities that the populations of towns 
must now in a large measure depend for protec- 
tion in the enjoyment of their long used privileges. 
Five million acres of common and waste land have 
been inclosed since the reign of Queen Anne, constitu- 
ting by far the larger proportion of the whole quantity 
of open land in the country, little more pone than: 
a million acres now remaining uninclosed. When the 
interests of the enormous manufacturing and city popu- 
lations which have sprung up during this period are con~ 





ite ete, As i ii end 


a ae er ey Ss. 


April 7, 1877. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. | 437 





—_—— 





sidered, it is difficult to speak with patience of a policy, 
whether it be one of action or of inaction, which has in 
many cases inflicted on them an injury so needless and 


irreparable. : 

With regard to the effect of the Act upon private 
inclosures, as distinct from inclosures on application to 
the commissioners, it contains one useful provision 
enabling an urban sanitary authority to purchase and 
hold any saleable rights of common in a suburban 
common or any tenement having annexed thereto any 
such rights of common. But this power to the local 
authority to become a commoner, and thus to contest the 
validity of an inclosure, is really the only new means of 
protection which-the Act confers upon the public, and 
it applies only to suburban commons. The jurisdiction 
conferred upon county courts, and the obligation 
to advertise imposed on an intending incloser, 
may be useful provisions, but they do not touch 
the real difficulty, which is to find a person entitled 
to contest, and willing to bear the trouble and 
expense of contesting, the right to inclose. Whilst the 
Bill was under discussion in Parliament it was strongly 
argued that the condition of commons generally should 
not be left to depend upon the remote chance of such a 
person existing, and that, inasmuch as recent litigation 
seemed to show that private inclosures could never 
stand the test of judicial investigation, they ought to be 
absolutely forbidden, and no future inclosure allowed 
except under the machinery which the Act provides. 
This argument was, however, summarily disposed of as 
an attempt to interfere with the rights of property. It 
was then suggested that every unlawful inclosure should 
be deemed a public nuisance so as to give the public a 
locus standi on the question of legality. As this is the 
principle which the Act adopts with reference to village 
greens, there could be no reason why it should not be 
adopted generally. For the public have no more strict 
legal right in the one case than in the other—a village 
green being a place in which, not the public generally, 
but acertain limited class, viz., the inhabitants of a 
village or town, have a customary right of recreation. 
But this suggestion also was not adopted. So that in 
the matter of private and generally illegal inclosure the 
Act leaves the commoners and the public in the position 
in which they have hitherto been, and in which both 
classes have experienced a considerable amount of hard- 
ship and ill-treatment. 


Accordingly, whilst the Act isto be heartily approved as 
well in the changes which it introduces in the nature of the 
orders that may be made by the commissioners, and in 
the form of procedure to be adopted, asin certain minor 
amendments which it effects in the exisiting law, it does 
in matters of principle contain faults of omission and 
commission so grave that it is to be hoped they may 
at an early date be the subject of reconsideration. It 
leaves almost untouched the important question of 
private inclosure, and, with regard to inclosures under the 
Act, contains no limitation of the powers of the com- 
missioners, and indicates no principle which is to guide 
them to their conclusion. If it is attempted to meet 
this latter objection by saying that the course to be 
recommended in each case is left to the discretion of the 
commissioners, and that the adoption or rejection of 

recommendations is to be discussed and settled by 
Parliament, it can only be answered that precisely the 
Same observation might have been made before the Act 
Was passed. The commissioners will no doubt lend 
themselves loyally to the new policy of more carefully 
eliciting all the facts bearing upon the application before 
them. But, the point is, what view is it likely, from the 
history of their past proceedings, that they will take of 
Ay facts when elicited? Parliament will probably con- 
er the reports of the commissioners with greater care 


than it has hitherto bestowed upon them ; indeed, it was 


stated by the Government that each scheme in favour of 
Which the commissioners report is to be referred separ- 
ately to a standing committee, instead of the schemes 





being confirmed ex masse as heretofore. But itis not 
fair to suppose that a standing committee will be free 
from the reasonable tendency of persons in authority to 
accept the conclusion of those who have had better 
means of information than themselves, and thus the 
views of the commissioners will most often be the deter- 
mining influence. 








Rebiews. 


THE LUNACY ACTS. 


Tae Lunacy Acts: wits an Inrropucrory ComMENTARY, 
Notes To THE SraTuTEs, INCLUDING REFERENCES TO 
Decipep CasEs, AND A Copious Inpex. By Dansy 
P. Fry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. 
Knight & Co.; W. Maxwell & Son. 

A better description of the présent condition of the 
Lunacy Acts could hardly be given than that contained 
in the report made in 1868 by the Commissioners in 
Lunacy. ‘‘ The truth is,” they say, “that, as in other 
legislative action in this country, so in the statutory 
dealings with lunacy, defects have from time to time be- 
come apparent, the aid of Parliament has been invoked, 
Act has followed Act in quick succession, amendment 
has been added to amendment, and there has sprung up 
the evil of such a formidable series of legal provisions 
that the mere number of enactments creates confusion— 
a confusion, of course, much exaggerated by the perni- 
cious practice adopted of referring in. later statutes to 
earlier for explanation,” and, as they subsequently ex- 
plain, by want of arrangement in the statutes themselves, 
and by defects in their drafting. Mr. Fry’s book goes 
far to remedy many of the inconveniences thus occasioned. 
He arranges the legislative provisions under the general 
heads of (1) statutes relating to private lunatics; (2) 
statutes relating to pauper lunatics; (3) statutes relating 
to criminal lunatics; and (4) statutes relating to com- 
missioners in lunacy. This arrangement, indeed, cannot 
be strictly adhered to; the provisions relating to the 
different subjects are too much intermixed for this; but 
the editor has carried out the plan to a considerable ex- 
tent, and by frequent cross references, and a very 
copious index, he has afforded valuable aid to the reader 
in finding his way through this legislative jungle. In 
this edition we find the legislation since the last edition 
was published, including the sections of the Poor Law 
Amendment Act of last session relating to pauper lunatics, 
carefully collected and explained, Mr. Fry’s vigilance, 
indeed, extending to correcting the grammar of the 
statutory provisions, and to pointing out the in- 
correctness of the marginal notes. The Acts relating 
to metropolitan pauper lunatics are not printed at 
length in the volume, except section 30 of 30 & 31 Vict. 
c. 6, but a table of them is given on p. 335, and, with 
this exception, we believe the work will be found 
a complete compendium of legislation with reference 
to lunacy. In numerous notes Mr. Fry has col- 
lected cases on the various sections. Considering 
how large a proportion of his readers will mot 
have access to a law library, it would have been more 
useful if the purport of the cases had been briefly given. 
This is done in some instances, but in many others we 
find long strings of cases headed by the word “see.” 
We miss also some cases we should have expected to 
find noticed, ¢.g., to mention only one or two, Jn re 
Scott (22 W. R. 748), on section 11 of the Lunacy Regu- 
lation Act of 1862, and Jn re Gibson (20 W. R. 107, 
L. R. 7 Ch. 52), on section 12 of the same Act, as to 
applying the capital of a lunatic’s property in paying 
the expenses of his past maintenance, The omissions 
may have arisen from a desire not to infringe on the 
ground occupied by Mr. Elmer's treatise; but we would 
suggest that, without doing that, it would add to the 
value of the present work, not only if the collection of 
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cases were more exhaustive, butif the introductions con- 
tained a more extended notice of the practice and pro- 
cedure. But as the book stands it will be found of 
great value to a large section of the public, and it bears 
testimony to the care and industry of the author. 


SETON ON DECREES. 


Forms or Decrees, JUDGMENTS, AND ORDERS IN THE HicH 
Court oF JusTicE AND Court oF APPEAL, HAVING 
Esprctat REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY DIvISsION; WITH 
Practicat Notes. By the late Hon. Sir H. W. Seron. 
The Fourth Edition. By R. H. Leacu, Esq., Senior 
Registrar of the Chancery Division, F. G. A. W1i1AMs, 


Esq., Barrister-at-Law, and Henry W. May, Esq., | 


Barrister-at-Law. Vol. I. Stevens & Sons. 


The first instalment of this long-expected work will 
not, we think, disappoint the expectations which have 
been raised with regard to it. The undertaking of the 
editors was an exceptionally heavy one, but, so far as our 
‘perusal enables us to judge, it has been performed with 
care and discretion, and the result, we venture to predict, 
will be that ‘‘ Seton ” will hold the place under the new 
procedure which it has so long occupied under the old. 

The first observation which occurs is an expression of 
satisfaction that, although so large an amount of matter 
has accumulated in the fourteen years which have 
<lapsed since the last edition, the bulk of the book has 
been so little increased. A very large proportion of 
the decrees and orders in the third edition appear to 
have been reprinted in a more or less altered form, and 
there have been added a great many new forms; many 
of the notes have also necessarily been greatly expanded; 
but with all these additions the first volume is still a by 
mo means unwieldy book of 654 pages. 

Another danger which threatens a standard book of 
this kind in the hands of editors is want of arrangement 
in the notes. The new editor finds it easiest to tack the 
recent decisions to the end of the former note; it is always 
troublesome to re-mould the old matter, and so the notes 
gradually become mere formiess heaps of cases. This 
has not been the method pursued by the editors of this 
volume. We observe extensive alterations in the shape 
of the notes, and the arrangement of matter in them is, 
generally speaking, very good. Occasionally we see 
reason to doubt whether matter which appears in one 
note ought not rather to have been placed in another ; 
and in some few cases we have no doubt whatever that 
this is so—see, for instance, p. 45, where a paragraph 
relating to an order, under the Vendor and Purchaser 
Act, 1376, s. 9, on the vendor personally to answer the 
aequisition as to incumbrances (Jn re Solomon, 19 Soutct- 
tors’ JouRNAL, p. 715) must surely have dropped into its 
present position by accident, and ought to have been 
inserted at p. 48, under the head of “ decisions between 
vendor and purchaser as to requisitions,” &c. But on 
the whole our impression is that tho notes have been 
satisfactorily re-arranged. The practice frequently 
adopted by the editors of noticing the later cases first is 
very convenient to the practitioner, and affords a hint 
which other legal authors might find it worth their while 
to consider. There is no reason whatever why the 
chronological arrangement of cases should always be 
adopted; and the knowing reader, who generally turns 
to the latest case to see whether the earlier cases have 

been cited and discussed in it, would be saved much 
trouble if writers would imitate the example of the editors 
of this work in giving prominence to these later com- 
menting decisions. 

The next point to be noticed is as to the care with 
which the cases on the new practice have been collected. 
The editors disclaim the idea that their notes contain a 
-eomplete collection of the authorities. They say that 
the notes are designed “as guides and finger-posts 
‘towards ascertaining the law,” rather than as a complete 
and exhaustive summary of the authorities: But, as 





regards the cases we are referring to, we think little 


fault can be found on the score of the completeness of . 


the collection. We miss very few cases of any import- 
ance decided on the sections and rules contained in the 
book, and the brief abstracts of the points decided 
appear to be usually careful and correct. A similar 
remark applies to the othersubjects dealt with, so far as 
our observation has extended. ‘There are here and there 
to be found inaccuracies ; but they seem to be infrequent, 
The impression derived from our perusal of the book is 
that it represents the result of conscientious and intelli- 
gent labour on the part of the editors, and we think 
it deserves, and will obtain, the confidence of the pro. 
fession. 





General Corresponvence. 


Tue Forretrure Rewer Bint. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The article on the Forfeiture Relief Bill con. 
tained in your issue of March 17 has doubtless by this 
time served a useful purpose in calling the attention of 
the law societies to a proposed change in the law of 
very great importance. As, however, it has not been 
followed by any discussion in your columns on the 
merits of the Bill, I shall be glad to make one or two 
remarks with reference to the grounds upon which you 
condemn its object and form. 

Firstly, as to its object. The statement that it is not 
called for by any injustice in the existing law may be 
true if by injustice is meant frequent practical hardship, 
but not otherwise. Lord Justice James in a recent case 
said that, “if it were not for the moderation of landlords 
in using these provisoes for forfeiture, public opinion 
would long ago have swept them away as things too 
detestable to be endured. If a landlord has got a 
covenant to repair, and the premises are put in repair, 
he has really got all he can fairly ask for.” That a man 
should grant a building lease, and shortly after the 
house is built should have an absolute right to put an 
end to the term because of a slight delay in the ex- 
penditure of a small sum in repairs, seems to the tenant 
a great iniquity; and the fact that such a right is 
seldom enforced does not make the law just 
or prevent hardship from arising in particular 
instances. There are, no doubt, as you suggest, cases 
where the position of the landlord under the con- 
tract would be permanently prejudiced unless he were 
allowed to exercise his power of re-entry at his pleasure 
according to the termis expressed; there are other cases 
in which the power may fairly be regarded as a mere 
security which he shall not enforce if he gets in effect 
the benefit which it was intended to secure. But to 
draw the line between these two classes of cases by 
making the latter comprise only those in which the 
breach is of a covenant to pay money (or, as you put it, 
rent) certainly does not answer to any distinction in the 
minds of the parties, and does not seem called for by 
the necessities of the case. It can scarcely be denied 
that the parties to the contract, at the time it is made, 
never contemplate the right of re-entry being treated 
as anything more than a means of securing its due 
performance, or as the dernier ressort of the landlord 
should the tenant render due performance impossible. 
And if the parties intend it as a security, why, within 
these limits, should not the courts treat it as such? It 
cannot surely be necessary to treat it as anything else on 
the ground of the impotence of the courts to decide 6 
simple question of fact, such as that as to the extent of 
repairs required? The cases which you instance of 
breaches of covenants to assign and of agricultural 
covenants are those in which the impossibility of per- 
formance to which I have referred may be considered 
as having arisen. Consequently, in them the landlord’s 
right should atill be absolute; and these two kinds of 
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covenant are expressly excepted from the operation of 
the Bill. There may be other covenants of the same 
kind, but there is nothing to prevent such being dealt 
with as they arise. The granting of the relief is to be 
in the discretion of the court, and it will always be open 
to the landlord to show that the breach is of a nature to 
prevent the contract from being substantially performed 
and the parties placed in the position which they 
occupied before the breach occurred. 

With regard to the form of the Bill, you suggest that 
the only terms on which the relief is to be granted 
are to be some of those specified in clause 4, 
and that consequently, although it may be granted, 
there will be no power to stay an action of ejectment. 
But clause 4 only relates to the terms which may be 
imposed on the tenant asa condition of annulling the 
forfeiture. It has nothing whatever to do with the re- 
sult to the parties of the forfeiture being annulled— 
results which, I submit, are too obvious to require speci- 
fication. The contempt which you heap upon clause 4 
generally might be considerably mitigated by a full 
consideration of the fact that the clause is not defining 
rights which shail be given to the landlord as acondition 
of relieving the tenant, but is describing in the widest 
possible terms the powers which the court may exercise 
in order to do justice between the parties. But I have 
already trespassed too long upon your space. 

Lincoln’s-inn, March 31. A Tanant. 


[We have dealt with the question of principle in 
another column ; but we may add that, as to the form of 
the Bill, our correspondent has, we think, misap- 
prehended our remarks. What we meant was that 
an action for relief will in all cases have to be 
brought by the tenant; the Bill containing no pro- 
vision enabling him to apply to stay the landlord’s 
action on the terms specified in clause 4. As to 


clause 4, we are thankful to believe (looking at the 
matter from “A Tenant’s” point of view) that it does 


not compel the court to empower the landlord to tie the 
tenant to the table leg or remove his household goods as 
security ; but having “fuily considered” this alleviating 
circumstance, we remain of opinion that an enabling 
power to make orders of so comprehensive a description 
is not a safe power to place in the hands of merely 
human, and, therefore sometimes eccentric judges.—Ep. 





Riauts oF CoMMONERS INTER SE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Can any of your readers refer me to any 
authority or dictum on the following important point ?— 
The freeholders of the manor of A. have right of common 
on the waste of the manor for the cattle levant and 
couchant on their lands. The waste is 1,000 acres in 
extent, and is poor land. The land in respect of which 
the right of common is claimed is 7,000 acres in extent, 
and is good land. It is, therefore, impossible for all the 
cattle levant and couchant on the lands of all the 
commoners to find pasture on the common. Question: 
Must not each man’s right of common be conditioned 
and limited by the capacity of the common itself, having 
regard to its extent and fertility in relation to the ex- 
tent and fertility of the land drawing common ? 

X. Y. Z. 








In the course of a discussion at the Worcestershire 
Quarter Sessions, on a motion by Sir E. A. Lechmere, M.P., 
on the subject of holding winter assizes in Worcester, Sir 
R, P. Amphlett (who is @ magistrate for Worcestershire) 

d a decided opinion in favour of paying common 

lurors for loss of time in discharging their duties at assizes. 

¢ considered it a = hardship that while special jurors, 

who could better afford the ex and loss of attendance 

at assizes, were paid, those‘who could less bear the loss 
Were not paid. 





Cases of Last Week. 


Devisge iN Trust or Rea Estate—CuHarce or Dests 
og Lecacres—Statutory Power ofr SALE—PURCHASER— 
22 & 23 Vicr. c. 35, ss. 14, 17.—A point of considerable 
importance with regard to the construction of the above 
sections of the Law of Property Amendment Act of 1859 
was discussed before the Court of Appeal on the 28th ult.,, 
in a case of In re Baker’s Contract. Section 14 provides 
that ‘‘ where, by any will which shall come into operation 
after the passing of this Act, the testator shall have charged 
his real estate, or any specific portion thereof, with the pay- 
ment of his debts, or with the payment of any legacy or 
other specific sum of money, and shall have devised the 
estate so charged to any trustee or trustees for the whole of 
his estate or interest therein, and shall pot have made any 
express provision for the raising of such debt, bx ct or- 
sum of money out of such estate, it shall be lawful for the 
said devisee or deviszes in trust, notwithstanding any trusts: 
actually declared by the testator, to raise such debts, 
legacy, or money as aforesaid ”’ by sale or mortgage of the 
property. Section 15 extends the power conferred by 
section 14 to persons in whom the devised estate shall’ 
for the time being be vested by survivorship, descent, or 
devise, and to new trustees appointed either under a power 
contained in the will or by the court, and section 16 gives a. 
like power to the executors where the testator has not devised. 
his whole estate and interest in the property to trustees.. 
And section 17 provides that ‘‘ Purchasers or mortgagees 
shall not be bound to inquire whether the powers conferred. 
by sections 14,15, and 16, or either of them, shall have beer, 
duly and correctly exercised by the person or persons acting ; 
in virtue thereof.” In In re Baker’s Contract, a testatrix 
in 1866 devised her real and personal estate to trustees, . 
upon trust to pay the income to her sister for her- 
life, and after her death upon trust to pay two 
legacies of £50 each, and to hold all the residue of” 
the property upon trus‘, as to one-half thereof to pay” 
the same to the son, and as to the other half thereof 
to pay ‘the same to the daughter, of the sister, and she: 
empowered her trustees at any time or times in their dis-- 
cretion to sell all or any part of the real estate, and declared 
that their receipts should exonerate purchasers. The testa- 
trix died in 1869. The sister died in March, 1870. In 
October, 1871, the trustees sold part of the real estate to 
Baker, and conveyed it to him. In 1876 Baker entered into: 
a contract for the sale of the property which he had thus. 
bought. The purchaser from him objected that on the 
death of the sister the property became —s vested in 
her son and daughter, and that the power of sale given by 
the will to the trustees had become extinct. A summons 
was taken out by Baker under the Vendor and Purchaser 
Act of 1874 to enforce the completion of the con- 
tract. Jessel, M.R., held that the purchaser's objec- 
tion was well founded. Upon the appeal fresh evidence- 
was admitted, upon which the court (James and 
Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.) held that the sale to 
Baker had been confirmed by both the cestuis que- 
trustent. But the pint upon which the argument 
mainly turned was the construction of the above- 
mentioned sections. It was contended on behalf of Baker, 
the vendor, that section 14 gave the trustees a power to 
sell the property for the purpose of raising the two 
legacies, and that section 17 exonerated the purchaser 
from inquiring whether the sale was actually made for that 
purpose, and that it was immaterial to his title whether 
the legacies had or bad not been paid before the sale 
was made. The effect of section 17, it was said, 
is the same as that of the clause for the protection of 
purchasers which is usually inserted in the power of sale 
in a mortgage deed. It was stated by Mr. Joshua Williams, 
Q.C., the appellant’s counsel, that the point had never 
yet been decided, bet that the practice of conveyancera, 
has been to treat the 17th section as an absolute pro- 
tection to a purchaser, and to dispense with any inquiry 
whether the power has actually arisen under section 14. 
The court, however, appeared inclined to hold that section 
17 would not protect a purchaser, unless, at any rate, the 
trustee had expressly stated that he was selling for 
the purpose of paying debts or legacies. Unless 
he had pled his word to this, the purchaser- 
was not entitled to rely upon the statutory power. And, 
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in the case before the court, where the legacies amounted 
only to £100 and the property sold was sold for £1,500, the 
court thonght that, looking at the proportion between the 
twosums, it was very doubtful whether the purchaser must 
mot be taken to have had notice that the sale could not 
have been made merely to pay the legacies. Though the 
new evidence rendered it unnecessary to decide this point, 
‘it is one of such great practical importance that the fact 
that the question has been mooted is worthy of being 
noted. 





Obituarp. 


MR. WILLIAM CLARK MERRIMAN. 


Mr. William Clark Merriman, solicitor (the head of the 
firm of Merrimans & Gwillim), of Marlborough, died at that 
place, on the 23rd ult., after a long illness. The deceased 
was the son of Mr. Thomas Merriman, solicitor, of Marl- 
borough, where he was born in 1805. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1827, and had practised in the town for just 
fifty years. He wasat first in partnership with his father 
and Mr. Thomas Baverstock Merriman, and he was after. 
wards joined by Mr. James Sherrard Gwillim, while more 
recently his son, Mr. Robert William Merriman, and Mr. 
Edward Baverstock Merriman were members of the firm. 
The deceased was registrar to the Marlborough County 
Court (circuit No. 52), and principal clerk to the Kennet 
and Avon Canal Company ; he was also for several years 
clerk of the peace of Wiltshire, but about two years ago 
the state of his health obliged him to retire from the post, 
when he was succeeded by Mr. R. W. Merriman, who is 
also town clerk of Marlborough, and clerk to the highway 
board and to the county lieutenancy. Mr. Merriman was 
@ magistrate and alderman for the borough of Marlborough, 
and had served the office of mayor. He was aman of great 
public spirit, and was very zealous in the discharge of all 
his official duties. He had long suffered from a painful 
malady, which he had borne with great fortitude and 
patience. 





MR. WALTER BAGEHOT. 


Mr. Walter Bagehot, barrister, died at Herds Hill, 
Langport, Somersetshire, on the ‘24th ult. Mr. Bagehot 
was the only son of Mr. Thomas Watson Bagehot, of Herds 
Hill, and was born in 1826. He was educated at University 
College, London, where his career was a brilliant one. He 
graduated B.A. at the we 3 of London, and obtained 
a mathematical scholarship in 1846, and two years later he 

roceeded to the degree of M.A., and won the gold medal 
or political economy. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn in Michaelmas Term, 1852, and he soon afterwards 
became a member of a banking firm in his native county, 
but a few years later he relinquished a life of business for 
literary pursuits. Mr. Bagehot had written books on many 
subjects. His chief historical and political works were 
**Hstimates of Some Englishmen and Scotchmen,” “ The 
English Constitution,” and ‘‘ Physics and Politics,” but his 
best known work was ‘‘ Lombard Street,” a book on the 
theory and practice of banking, which established his re- 
putation as a political economist. He was a contributor 
to the Fortnightly Review and other publications, but of late 
years he devoted most of his time to the management of 
the Economist, of which, on the death of his father-in-law, 
the Right Hon. James Wilson, he became editor. In 1866 
Mr. Bagehot was a candidate for the representation of 
Bridgwater in the liberal interest, and was defeated by a 
very narrow majority, but latterly he had not interfered 
much in party contests. Mr. Bagehot was for several 
years an examiner in political economy at the University 
of London, and he was a Fellow of University College, and 
a magistrate for Somersetshire. 


ee 


MR. WILLIAM BRUNNER. 


Mr. William Brunner, solicitor, died at his residence, 11, 
Beaumont-street, Oxford, on the 28th ult. The deceased 
was born at Birmingham in 1796, and was admitted a solici- 
tor in 1817, and had since practised at Oxford. He had 





formerly a very large practice as an advocate in the varioug 
local courts, and in 1843 he was elected coroner for the oi 
of Oxford and for the central division of the county, BH 
was also for many years chairman of the board of gu 

in which capacity his legal knowledge and habits of business 
made his services extremely valuable. He liberally su 
ported all the local institutions, especially those affecting the 
interests of the working classes, and he took part in the 
chief gatherings of the Foresters and Odd Fellows. Mr, 
Brunner had in his career as coroner held about 2,700 inquests, 
In 1867 the solicitors of Oxford presented him with a hand. 
some testimonial to celebrate his fifty years of practice and 
his twenty-five years’ service as coroner. It will be remem. 
bered that he conducted the inquests held after the disastrous 
railway accident at Shipton on Christmas eve, 1874, on which 


q occasion the court of quarter sessions for the county voted 


him a sum of twenty-five guineas as extra remuneration. The 
strain and anxiety attending the long investigation was, 
however, too much for his strength, and his health had ever 
since been failing. 


nm 


STR DAVID DUNDAS, Q.C. 


The Right Hon. Sir David Dundas, Q.C., died at his 
chambers, 13, King’s Bench-walk, on the 30th ult. The 
deceased was the eldest son of Mr. James Dundas, of 
Ochtertye, Perthshire, and was born in 1799. He was 
educated at Westminster, and at Christ Church, Oxford, 
and was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary 
Term, 1823. He joined the Northern Circuit, and in 1840 
he became a Queen’s Counsel. He was soon afterwards 
elected M.P. for Sutherlandshire in the Liberal interest. 
In 1846, soon after the formation of Lord J. Russell’s first 
Government, he became Solicitor-General, and he was 
shortly afterwards knighted, but he found the labours of 
the office beyond his strength, and he retired in 1848, A 
few months later he was advanced to the more dignified 
office of Judge Advocate General, and was sworn a member 
of the Privy Council. He retired with his party in 1852, 
and in the same year resigned his seat in Parliament. He 
again represented Sutherlandshire from 1861 till 1867, but 
took no active part in political or professional life. Sir D. 
Dandas was a bencher of the Inner Temple, having served 
she office of treasurer in 1853. He was, with the exception 
of Lord Chelmsford, the oldest bencher of the society, and 
his name stood third on the list of Queen’s Counsel. The 
deceased was unmarried. His brother, the late Mr. George 
Dundas, was for some years a judge of the Court of Session 
in Scotland, with the title of Lord Manor. 





The vexatious and arbitrary mode, says the Manchester 
Guardian, in which civil causes are treated at assize time in 
Liverpool, which has for some years been a source of annoy- 
ance to suitors, was considered on Wednesday at the meeting 
of the Council of the Chamber of Commerce, In the course 
of a vigorous speech, which was entirely indorsed by the 
council, Mr. P. H, Rathbone said the mode of conducting the 
Liverpool Assizes was becoming every day more and more 
scandalous. Instead of the ordinary civil court and criminal 
court, each presided over by a judge, no less than four courts 
were held, two of them being presided over by commission- 
ers. The leaders of the bar were, of course, too busy to sit 
in this capacity, and the men who did so sis were therefore 
men who were never likely to become judges at all. This 
he characterized as a grave scandal. Another was that the 
number of courts simultaneously sitting rendered it very un- 
certain whether a counsel would be able. to attend to his 
client’s case. That a man should thus neglect to do work 
which he had undertaken to perform, and should never return 
the fees he had reeeived, was, he undertook to say, a scandal 
which wouid be allowed in no cther profession in this world. 
After condemning the efforts made by the judges and the 
leading members of the bar to get causes transterred to London, 
in order to suit their own convenience, Mr. Rathbone warmly 
praised the Lord Chancellor for his manful attempt to bring 
about a reform, and for the courtesy with which he had re- 
cently received a deputation upon the subject. In conclusion, 
he urged that the local members of the bar should become 
alive to the injury they suffered through these practices, and 
that public attention should be thoroughly aroused. 
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Appointments, Ete. 


Mr. Witt1am Tuomas Fiscuzr AGNew, barrister, of 
Calcutta, has been appointed to act as Official Reporter to 
the High Court of Bengal. Mr. Agnew was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1870. 


Sir Gzorce CampBetL ANDERSON, Knight, has been 
inted Chief Justice of the Leeward Islands, in succes- 
gion to Sir William Henry Doyle, appointed Chief Justice 
of Gibraltar. Sir G. Anderson formerly practised as a 
gdlicitor at Nassau, and was Speaker of the Bahamas House 
-of Assembly from 1831 till 1868. He became Attorney- 
General of the colony in 1837, and Chief Justice in 1875. 
{He received the honour of knighthood in 1874, and he has 
recently acted as Chief Justice of the Island of Ceylon. 


Sir Wittram Henny Doytz, Knight, Chief Justice of the 
Leeward Islands, has been appointed Chief Justice of 
Gibraltar, in the place of Sir James Cochrane, resigned. 
Sir W. Doyle is the son of Mr. Edward Doyle, of Nassau, 
Bahamas, where he was born in 1828. He was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1846, and 
‘he was registrar of the Court of Bankruptcy forthe Bahamas 
from 1847 till 1854. He acted as colonial secretary in 
1853 and and 1854, was appointed assistant justice for the 
-colony in 1858. He became President of the Legislative 
Council and Chief Justice of the Bahamas in 1865; and in 
1873 he received the honour of knighthood. Sir W. Doyle 
was appointed Chief Justice of the Leeward Islands in 1875. 


Mr. Jamas Getx, Attorney-General of the Isle of Man, 
has received the honour of Knighthood. Sir J. Gell is the 
son of Mr. John Gell, and was born in the Isle of Man in 
1823. He was educated at King William’s College, and 
was admitted an advocate of the Manx bar in 1845. He 
vas for several years high bailiff of Castletown, and he has 
been Attorney-General of the island since 1866. He is also 
‘president of the Manx Incorporated Law Society and chair- 
man of the board of education. 


Mr. Gzorce Wittiam Greuinc Baxrnarp, solicitor, of 
Norwich, has been appointed Registration Agent to the 
Norwich Conservative Central Club. 


Mr. Wii11am Hvaues, solicitor, of Conway and 
Llandudno, has been elected to be the first Mayor of the 
newly incorporated Borough of Conway. Mr. Hughes was 
admitted a solicitor in 1827, and is registrar of the Conway 
County Court, clerk to the magistrates, to the commissioners 
of taxes, and to the Conway Board of Guardians, and 
superintendent-registrar. 


Mr. Geratp Honnysun, solicitor, of Huntingdon and 
‘Godmanchester, has been elected Clerk to the School 
Fe pal Committee of the Godmanchester Town 

unc 


Mr. ArrHur PemBerton JonspanE, barrister, has been 
appointed a Magistrate for Flintshire. Mr. Lonsdal 
ucated at Balliol College, Oxford, and was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1862. He was a 
member of the Northern Circuit, and for several years held 
the rank of lieutenant in the Inns of Court Rifle Volun- 


Mr, Jonn Tuomas Parker, solicitor, of Wellingborough 
‘and Kettering, has been elected (without opposition) to be 
er for the Eastern District of Northamptonshire, in 

the place of the late Mr. William John Frederick 
Marshall, of Kettering. Mr. Parker had acted for some 
time as Mr. Marshall’s deputy. He was admitted a 
‘solicitor in 1869, and is in partnership with Mr. Thomas 
baat the clerk to the Wellingborongh Local Board of 


Mr. Epwarp Suaw, solicitor, of Howden, has been 
‘appointed Clerk to the Newport-Wallingfen School 
(Hast Yorkshire), 


Mr. Wr11aM Baru Skene, barrister, who has been 
appointed Agent to the Conservative Party, is the son of the 
late Mr. Patrick George Skene, of Hallyards, Fifeshire. He 
was born in 1838, and was educated at Harrow, and at 


@ was jf 





Corpus Christi College, Oxford, where he graduated second 
class in Litere Humaniores in 1860. He afterwards became a 
Fellow of All Souls’ College, and he was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn Trinity Term, 1863. 

Mr. Wittt1am St. James WueetHouse, Q.C., M.P., has 
been elected a Bencher of Gray’s-inn. : 


Mr. Epwarp Woo ter, solicitor, of Darlington, has beem 
appointed a Notary Public to act for Darlington and a 
district extending to a distance of ten miles, 





Sucieties. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors held at 
the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane 
on Tharsday, the 5th inst., the following being present— 
viz., Mr. Tylee (chairman), and Messrs. Burges, Carpenter 
Collisson, Drew, Gresham, Hedger, Masterman, Parkin, 
Steward, .Styan, Vallance, and Boodle (secretary)—a grant 
of £50 was made to a member suffering from bodily and 
mental infirmity, and the sum of £40 10s. was distributed 
among six non-members’ cases. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society held at the Law Institution 
on Tuesday last, Mr. Gibb, LL.B., in the chair, the ques- 
tion discussed was—‘ Ought capital punishment to be 
abolished?” Mr. Warmington opened the debate on the 
negative side of the question, and a most interesting discus- 
sion ensued. The question was eventually carried on the 
side espoused by the opener by a majority of one vote only. 


ONITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The usual weekly meeting of this society was held on 
Wednesday last at Clement’s-inn Hall, J. P. Davis, Esq., 
in the chair. The secretary presented the following re- 
port of the condition and progress of the Society :— 

Twenty-nine new members have been added to our roll 
since the beginning of this year. Of this number, three 
were elected honorary members, and four were admitted 
without election, being respectively members of societies 
in union, 

Eleven ordinary meetings have been held, at which the 
aggregate attendance has been 311, or an average attend- 
ance of twenty-eight at each meeting. This is, I believe, 
the highest average yet attained in this society. 

I am pleased to say that I am informed by our treasurer 
that, financially, the society is in a very satisfactory con- 
dition. 

Societies in Union. 

The society has been somewhat unfortunate in 
the management of this important department. In 
the first place, Mr. Dowson, to whom the society, at 
our annual meeting, intrusted the office of secretary 
for societies in union, fuund soon afterwards, from a 
pressure of business, that he could not with justice con- 
tinue to fill that position, and, on his resignation, the 
society elected Mr. Owen in his place, a gentleman in 
every way competent to carry on the duties of the office 
with credit to himself and the society. An unfortunate 
illness has, however, prevented Mr. Owen from entering 
on his duties, and I am sure I am only echoing the feel- 
ings of every member with whom Mr. Owen is deservedly 
most popular in wishing him a speedy and happy recovery. 
Under these circumstances, I am sure we can rely on the 
indulgence of members of societies in union for any 
seeming neglect, and I may state the committee will at 
once take stepsto-have the work of the department carried 
on until Mr. Owen is himself able to undertake the 
duties. In other respects this department has been 
most prosperous, as four societies have been received 
into union since January last, namely, the Bolton 
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Law Students’ Society, the Brighton and Sussex Law 
Students’ Society, the Leeds Law Students’ Society, and the 
Newport Law Students’ Society. This brings the number 
of societies in union with ours to twenty-three. The 
society has also established a prize of the value of five 
guineas, called the ‘‘ Union Prize,’’ to be comets for by 
the members of societies in union, and of the legal and 
general correspondence departments respectively not bein 

members of this society, the rules for which were framed 
by a select committee, consisting of the secretary for 
societies in union, and the late secretaries of four of the 
societies in union who happen to be at this time members 
of the society. The subject selected is, “ The Law in Re- 
lation to the Property of Married Women,” and I have 
every hope that the prize will be eagerly competed for by 
the members for whose benefit it is offered. 


Legal Correspondence Department. 


This department continues its useful work. It is note- 
worthy that Mr. E. Dean, LL.B., and Mr, J. A. Slater, 
B.A., of Huddersfield, each of whom obtained honours at 
the last final examination of the Incorporated Law Society, 
are both active members of this department, the first named 
being, indeed, its secretary. This circumstance confirms 
me in the belief I have long held that the habit acquired by 
& persevering member of writing opinions clearly and con- 
cisely upon questions of law isan excellent preparation for 
the various legal examinations. 


General Correspondence Department. 


Under the persevering management of Mr. Rawlings this 
branch of the society continues to grow and to increase in 
popularity, particularly among country law students. The 
society in starting and maintaining this department ex- 
pressed its approval of the principle that members of our 
— would be better members of the community, if not 

tter lawyers, by taking an interest in all subjects affecting 
the general welfare, and this object has been well borae in 
mind by the secretary in selecting the large and interesting 
questions which he has from time to time submitted to the 
members for their consideration. 

At the first meeting in March the society appointed a 
select committee to arrange for the “ Davis Prize” com- 
petition this year. I trust the regulations will shortly be 
jn the hands of members, and that the subject selected will 
induce rong | members to compete for the prize. 

During the last quarter the society added to its roll of 
vice-presidents the names of Henry T. Young, Esq., 
Grinham Keen, Esq., and Benjamin G. Lake, Esq., the first 
of whom is the President of the ag Say Law Society, 
and the two latter members of the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society. It is, indeed, of the greatest advan- 
tage to us to thus obtain the support of gentlemen the 
most eminent in their branch of the profession. 

The society celebrated its thirteenth annual meeting 
on Monday evening, the 21st of January last, upon 
which occasion William Forsyth, Esq., Q.C., LL.D., M.P., 
presided, and Mr. Serjeant Simon, M.P., A. G. Marten, 
Esq.,Q.C., M.P., Montague Cookson, Esq.,Q.C., D.C.L., and 
Professor Sheldon Amos took part in the proceedings. The 
meeting was largely attended by law students, who listened 
with marked attention to an unusually excellent address 
delivered by the chairman. The society is under great 
obligation to Mr. Forsyth for his services upon that occa- 
sion, as well as to the other gentlemen who so kindly ad- 
dressed the meeting in support of resolutions approving of 
the objects of the society. 

I have yet to refer to the new work undertaken by the 
society in the quarter just passed. It was in former years a 
standing reproach to us that we discussed but few purely 
legal subjects. The society was not justly to blame for this, 
as it had not access to any library, and it was felt that law 
Points could not with advantage be discussed unless the books 
containing the authorities could be referred to. It was this 
that induced the committes at the beginning of the year to 
apply to the Council of the Incorporated Law Society for per- 
mission to hold two meetings in the month at the Law Insti- 
tution, to which request, ss you are well aware, that socicty 
most generously acceded. These meetings are now held the 

and fourth Mondays in each month, and will un- 
doubtedly prove most attractive toa large number of our 
members. 


Perhaps one of the most usefal branches in connection 





with the society yet established has been successfully 
started this year. I allude to the circulating law 
library. To Mr. J. C. Barnard, an old member of the 
society, is undoubtedly due the credit of having brought 
about this addition to our departments, as at our lagt 
annual dinner he urged the committee to take the matter. 
in hand, and, what is perhaps more to the point, he 
promised a very handsome annual subscription towards 
maintaining the library when formed. Thanks to the well- 
directed energy of Mr. F. B. Moyle, the gentleman who 
was elected honorary librarian, upwards of £50 has been. 
already obtained towards the formation of the library, in 
addition to many valuable books, and there is no doubt 
that in a short time we shall be able to boast of a lib 
which will be a credit to the society and of the greatest 
practical use to the members. 

On the 14th of March last, the society, on the motion of 
Mr. Shirley, appointed a committee to consider the feasi- 
bility of establishing a news-room. The committee has, I 
believe, already held several meetings, and their report will 


doubtless be of great interest. If the committee, as a result: 


of their deliberations, can suggest a practicable scheme, and 
one that can be adepted, they will confer a great boon upon 
law students, particularly country articled clerks in town 
for their last year, who at present, as I know, experience 
the want of some place where they can at all times meet, 
and enjoy the pleasures of social intercourse with their 
fellow-students, 

I have now, I think, glanced at every subject of import- 
ance that has engaged our attention during the last three 
months, and looking back at the progress we have made I 
cannot but feel pleased to think that this society is every 
year increasing in strength and — itself of greater 
advantage to law students. Nor the activity shown by 
you been without its effect upon others outside of the 
society, as Iam happy to recognize a distinct effort on the- 

art of a kindred association to be of greater service than it 

as heretofore been to the classes for whose benefit it exists. 
Your society is strong enough, consisting as it does almost: 
entirely of active members, to welcome without any 
feeling but that of pleasure every effort made by any 
body to ndvance the interests of law students. I am, how- 
ever, convinced that law students will not be able to 
exercise their legitimate influence upon quéstions ey | 
their interests until there is one law students’ society foral 
London, and that the members of a united society would 
enjoy many advantages which, divided, they cannot have; 
and should such a union as I suggest be arranged, as I 
trust will ere long be the case, we shall experience more: 
surely than we do even at the present time the truth of the 
Sold, if perhaps somewhat trite, motto adopted by this 
society that ‘‘ Union is Strength.” 

Clement’s-inn Hall, April 4. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


On Tuesday evening, the 27th of March, the above society 
held its 604th ordinary meeting in the library room of the 
law society, Henry Parish, Hsq., in the chair. Mr. Hadley 
moved a resolution for founding an annual prize to consist of 
books of the value of £3 to be presented at the annual 
meeting to the student being a member who should write 
the best essay on some legal or jurisprudential subject to be 
annually determined upon. The resolution was very warmly 
supported, and carried almost unanimously. A debate then 
took place on the following point :—“‘ A. is the owner of the 
leasehold interest in a house, and by a codicil to his will, after 
reciting the lease under which he holds, bequeaths the house 
‘and all his estate and interest therein unto B. for all the 
residue of the said term of ninety-nine years,’ A. subse- 
quently purchases the freehold, and dies without having 
altered his will or codicil, Does B. take the house in fee 
simple?” Mr. Shore opened in the affirmative, and was 
supported by Messrs. Edwards, Crosskey, and Hargreave. 
Mr. Plant replied in the negative, and was followed by 
Messrs. Izon and Hadley. A vote of thanks to the chairman. 
concluded the meeting. 
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COSTS OF CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS. 


Ow Thursday evening, in the House of Commons, Mr. Gorsr 
called attention to the great and increasing loss inflicted on 
the ratepayers of counties and boroughs by the system at 
resent practised by the Treasury of paying a pert only of 
The costs of criminal prosecutions. Formerly the whole of 
the costs of criminal prosecutions had been paid out of the 
Exchequer, but a new system was introduced as an experi- 
ment three years ago, which would come to an end on the 
30th of June this year; and he hoped the decision of the 
House would materially assist the Government in arriving 
. at a satisfactory conclusion of this vexed question. In the 
first instance, the prosecutor presented his bill of costs to 
the court; it was referred to the proper taxing officer, who 
struck out any charges that were improper, and an order of 
court was made on the treasurer of the county or borough, 
who paid the amount, the orders so cashed by him being 
afterwards forwarded to the Treasury for repayment. But 
this system, it was said, gave rise to extravagance, and 
examiners of criminal law accounts were appointed, who 
disallowed many items that ought not to be struck out. An 
appeal was made to the Court of Queen’s Bench, when a 
strong opinion was expressed of the illegality of the system. 
By the system introduced in 1874 the costs of prosecutions 
at the assizes, which formed about a fourth of the total 
amount of costs, were to be paid in full, while, with re- 
to the costs of prosecutions at the sessions, the 
amount for the previous three years was to be divided by 
the number of prosecutions, and the payments were to be 
made for the next three years on the basis of the average 
s0 obtained. It was objected at the time to this plan— 
first, that it perpetuated the very injustice which had been 
complained of ; secondly, that it made a distinction between 
the assizes and the sessions by accepting the taxation of 
the clerk of the Crown and rejecting that of the clerk of 
the peace ; and, thirdly, that it created a fixed payment, 
although the costs of prosecution were io many places 
continually increasing. But especially objectionable, in his 
~. was the tenor of the argument of the Chancellor 
the Exchequer, who spoke as if the relief was given as 
& matter of grace, and did not seem to admit, as had been 
done before, that the Imperial Exchequer ought properly 
to bear all the costs of these prosecutions. In the county 
of Lancaster, as to which he had been furnished with 
figures, the resultof the system had been a very considerable 
increase in the amount of the expenses borne by the rate- 
payers, ‘Theresolution which he now begged to move was :— 
“That, in the opinion of this House, no part of the costs 
of criminal prosecutions, after taxation by proper officers, 
should be charged upon the local rates.” 

Sir Gzoror Batrour observed that the appeal made by 
the Secretary of the Treasury in favour of economy had 
been met by the hon. member who had just spoken with a 
proposal to throw on the Imperial Exchequer a charge now 
sustained by the various localities. The course adopted 
by the Treasury with respect to the costa of criminal 
prosecutions had, he believed, caused a great reduction of 
expense ; and he hoped that the Secretary of the 
would persevere in the good efforts he had made in that 
matter. The hon. baronet was proceeding to urge that 
the usefal information which the Secretary of the Treasury 
had given them that night ought to be printed, together 
With the estimates, for the use of hon. members, when 

The Srzaker pointed out to him that his remarks 
Were not relevant to the amendment then before the 

The Cnancettor of the ExcHEeQuer was afraid that, 
notwithstanding what had fallen from his hon. friend (Mr. 
Gorst), he could not recede from that position he had 

up when that matter was discussed some time ago. 

He had always understood that the old common law prin- 
ciple was that those expenses were paid out of local 

, and that it was by what he ventured to call an act 
—_ and favour that some thirty years ago the State 
to defray the whole of these charges. He did 

quite understand if that was a burden which always 
to the State, how his hon. friend explained the 
of 1846, brought in by Sir R. Peel, placing, for the 
, on the State a duty which his hon. friend said 
ways incumbent upon it. For himself, he still 
( it was a fair and proper thing that the State 
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should, upon a general statement of the amount of the cost 
of criminal prosecutions, recoup to the local authorities 
the amount which had been so expended by them. But,. 
if it was to do that, surely the State must protect itself by 
seeing that it was not improperly charged? That, how- 
ever, was really all that the State had been trying to doin 

that matter. Before 1846 he thought the State bore one- 

half of that charge, and the localities bore the other half; 

and then there was a certain protection, because the local: 
officers, being anxious to save for the sake of the localities, 

would seek to keep that expenditure down. But when the- 
State took the whole of that expense upon itself, the cost 

of prosecutions ran up in a most remarkable way, and a 
much heavier burden was imposed upon the Imperial Ex- 
chequer than was contemplated at the time it was assumed. 

Well, what was then done? His hon. friend had called it 

an unlawfal action, and he would not dispute with him about. 
the word “unlawful”; but, at all events, it was a measure 
of self-defence adopted by the Treasury of that day to pro- 
vide for the taxing of those costs, in order to see that they 
were not asked to pay more than they ought to pay. The. 
effect of that taxation was greatly to reduce charges which 

appeared to be exorbitant. Then a complaint was made by 

the local authorities that the operation of the taxing officer 

was an operation of an annoying and unfair character.. 
His hon. friend had referred, as an instance, to the case of 
Lancaster, from which some of the most serious com- 
plaints came years ago; and he thought his hon. friend 

told the House that out of £30,000 or £31,000 only £120 

was disallowed under the old system. Well, if only £120 

was disallowed out of £30,000 or £31,000 clearly it was. 
not @ very great pecuniary grievance. It was the annoy- 

ance of officers in London looking into and disallowing 

charges which had been passed by local officers. Well, 

the Government endeavoured to meet that by providing 
that, as regarded sessions cases, they would pay according 
to the average cost of three years’ prosecutions. But, 
said his hon. friend, the effect bad been to make counties 
pay great expenses than before. He supposed his hon. 
friend’s figures were correct, but he understood that, 

as regarded assize cases, taking the whole country together, . 
the effect had been greatly to reduce the disallow- 

ances. The Government might find it desirable to 

revise to some extent the working of the system. 

But his hon. friend asked the House to adopt, as & 
general principle, that no part of the costs of criminal 

prosecutions, after taxation by proper officers, should 
be charged on local rates. Whom did his hon. friend 

mean by “ proper officers” ? Did he mean that the costs 
were to be taxed by officers appointed by those who were 

expected to pay the costs? That would be a system which 

his hon, friend condemned. It lay on Parliament to give 
this money under such conditions as it imposed. He hoped 
the House would not put the taxation of those costs into 

the hands of officers over whom it had no control. The 
hon. and gallant gentleman said they paid too much atten- 
tion to the claims of local taxpayers. He (the Chancellor 

of the Exchequer) did not think they did. He thought 
they ought to pay attention to them, knowing what they 
had done as to local finance. He had no fault to find with 
his hon. friend for having brought forward his motion, or 

with the language he had used; but this, after all, was an, 
experimental system, and the time for reconsidering it 
would shortly arrive ; and he hoped his hon. friend would: 
not ask the House to set aside that system unless he was 
prepared to put before the House a better alternative than. 
one couched in rather ambiguous language. 

The motion of Mr. Gorst was negatived. 





Wm. Jay Haskett, a lawyer who recently died in 
New York city, left a will containing this clause: “I am: 
informed that there is a society composed of young men 
connected with the public press, and as in early life I was 
connected with the papers, I have a keen recollection of 
the toils and trouble that bubbled then and ever will 
bubble for the toilers of the world in their potage cauldron, 
and as I desire to thicken with a little savoury herb their 
thin broth in the shape of a legacy, I do hereby bequeath 
to the New York Press Club of the city of New York 
phere payable on the death of Mrs. Caroline 

askett.”” 
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DISTRICT REGISTRARS. 


‘In the House of Commons on Thursday Mr. Grecorr 
called attention to the fanctions and duties of district re- 
.gistrars as provided by the Judicature Acts, and the rules 
and orders made under the same. No provision had been 
made by the Judicature Act to prevent the district regis- 
trars from carrying on private practice, and, as he thought 
that no person exercising judicial functions should be per- 
mitted to carry on his private practice, he begged to call 
attention to this subject, in the hope that some Minister 
of the Crown would offer an explanation with regard to it. 
The Arrorney-GENERAL observed that, no doubt, as an 
abstract proposition, the principle put forward by the hon, 
and learned gentleman was a very proper one, It was, 
however, in some instances difficult to carry abstract pro- 
positions into effect in practice, and in the present instance 
it would be impossible to enforce the principle stated by 
the hon. and learned gentleman in its entirety. Under 
the provisions of the Judicature Act, no fewer than 
seventy-five district registrars had been appointed, and with 
the exception of those in certain large centres of industry, 
like Liverpool, Manchester, and Birmingham, where they 
were paid by a fixed salary, they were remunerated by fees. 
It would be found that the annual amount of the fees re- 
ceived by these gentlemen for discharging their very 
important judicial functions ranged from £5 or £8 or £10, 
to from £100 to £800. If, therefore, the district registrars 
were prohibited from continuing their private practice, it 
would be impossible to get gentlemen possessing the re- 
uisite knowledge to undertake the duties of those offices. 
course, if registrars of the High Court were to be 
prohibited from practising privately, it would be necessary 
to place a similar restriction upon the registrars of county 
courts. In the case of the larger places to which he 
had referred, where the district registrars were paid by 
salaries which were something like adequate compensation 
to them for giving up their private practice, he agreed with 
the hon. and learned member that it might be made a con- 
dition of their appointment that they should not practise 
privately. That course had been adopted in the case of the 
recent appointment to the office of the district registrar for 
Manchester, and it would be followed in similar cases in 
future. In reference to a remark which had fallen from 
the hon. and learned gentleman, he begged to say that if 
& registrar were to make an order in a matter in which he 
* was concerned privately for some client, it was clear that 
such order would be bad, and it would at once be set aside 


Sir G. Bowyer admitted the force of the objection to 
the proposal of the hon. and learned gentleman which had 
been pointed out by the Attorney-General, but regretted 
that such important judicial functions as those intrusted 
to the district registrars should be handed over to under- 
lings. While admitting that the difficulty with regard 
to the salaries of the district registrars was a very serious 
one, he hoped that the powers of those officials would be 
limited as much as possible in order that questions of real 
importance in the administration of justice might be 
reserved for the decision of the judges. 

Mr. Morcan Liovp concurred in the principle laid down 
by the member for Sussex, but pointed out that any attempt 
to carry it into effect would revolutionize our entire system 
of judicature. 

Mr. Norwoop hoped some improvements would be made 
inthe existing system, because in many large towns the 
pecuniary difficulty would not arise, inasmueh as the regis- 
trars usually held other offices of profit. 

Mr. Herscuett said the practical point was that populous 
and non-populous districts should not be treated alike, and 
that registrars in places where the fees were ample should 
be intrusted with powers which ought not to be given to 
those who were not similarly situated. 








A correspondent of the Times writing from Jamaica says: 
—* Anentire reform of the judicial system of the island, and 
the establishment of district courts, was a leading feature of 
the new regime. These tribunals, freely resorted to by the 
negro population, who are rapidly becoming their own 
be pe monopolize almost entirely the litigation of the 
island. 





Zeqal Pews. 


Up to the present time six Acts of Parliament only have 
been passed in the present session. The first received the 
Royal assent on the 12th ult., and the second on the 16th. 


By the death of Mr. Matthew a macership in the Scottish 
High Conrt of Justiciary is vacant. The salary is £375, but 
the Scottish Journal of Jurisprudence thinks it doubtful if 
the Government will fill up the office on the same footing, 


The district court of Iowa county, Iowa, says the 
Albany Law Journal, has just determined a remarkable 
litigation over the title to a meteor. In 1875, a large 
meteor passed over that county and burst to pieces. A 
man named Maas found a fragment of it, weighing about 
seventy-five pounds, in the highway where the same passes 
over the lands of the Amana Society. The finder claimed 
it to be his by the right of discovery and possession. The 
society claimed that, it being found on the highway over 
their land, it belonged to the realty by accretion from 
natural causes. The court held that the fragment became 
a part of the realty, and, therefore, the title was in'the 
society. 

A correspondent of the Times gives the following account 
of the judicial system in the Transvaal republic :-—‘“The 
judicial system is conspicuous for its absence of all | 
form. The Landrosts or magistrates are elected, but re- 
movable at the pleasure of the Government; the Court of 
Heemraden, the next tribunal, consists of several old Boers, 
who receive £1 a day for the session; and the Supreme 
Court has no fixed sittings or judges, but consists of any 
three Landrosts the Government may appoint. The 
travelling expenses and the pay of the judges and jurymen 
are divided pro ratd@ among the suitors, and it is express} 
provided that no decision of this or any other court is bind- 
ing as a precedent. Each case is tried on its own merits, 
and the records show a wild variety of verdicts on identical 
points, but with a pretty general leaning against the 
alien. This is certain, that commercial people, and 
especially the merchants of Natal, in whose hands are 
three-fourths of the Transvaal trade, have but little trust 
in these tribunals, and it is only very serious loss which 
can drive them to seek what justice is to be found there.” 


The Albany Law Journal observes upon the singular fact 
that every member of the Cabinet of the new United 
States President is a member of the bar. ‘‘This, together 
with the circumstance that both the President and Vice- 
President are lawyers, indicates that the profession is now 
recovering its ancient position in American politics. The 
leader of the Cabinet, Mr. William M. Evarts, has long ote 
cupied a pre-eminent position as a practitioner, while by 
his able conduct of the case of the United States before the 
Alabama Claims Commission, he established a world-wide 
reputation asa publicist. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. John Sherman, is better known as a politician than a 
lawyer, but from 1844 to 1854 he was engaged in a lucra- 
tive practice, and bid fair to win as eminent a position at 
the bar as he has since won in tha field he selected. . 
Carl Schurz, the Secretary of the Interior, has followed 
several callings, but during the better part of the time, 
since he settled in this country, when not engaged in public 
life, has practised at the bar. The Secretary of War, Mr. 
George W. McCrary, is well known to the profession by his 
work on the ‘‘ American Law of Elections.” Mr. David M. 
Key, the Postmaster-General, at one time held the position 
of Chancellor of Tennessee. The Secretary of the Navy, 
Charles W. Devens, has also graced the bench, having been 
a judge of the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts for 
several years.” 


A return laid before the House of Lords, ordered on the 
motion of the Earl of Limerick, gives an account of the mode 


‘of appointment of the last three Judges of the Arches Court 
u 


of Canterbury. On the 2nd of July, 1858, Archbishop 
Sumner, at Lambeth Palace, in the presence of 4 0 

public (Mr. F. H. Dyke), appointed Dr. Lushington to be 
official principal of the Arches Court of Canterbury, and 
Dr. Lusbington thon and there immediately took the oaths 
of allegiance and supremacy ; he took also another oath, to 


deal uprightly and justly in the office, “as is enjoined in the 
126th ane of the Canons” concluded upon in the Synod 
of 1603, and afterwards approved by Royal authority, and, 
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‘astly, he subscribed his name to the Articles of Religion, 
-and vejnatatily declared 
“The archbishop then delivered to him a commission or 


his consent to the same as true. 


t for the office, signed and sealed by his ce, and 
ing that he granted and thereby confirmed the said 
office to Dr. Lushington, ‘‘trusting in his sound doctrine, 
morals, purity of conscience, and special fidelity, cir- 
‘eumspection, and industry.” The appointment was for life. 
On the 6th of August the Dean and Chapter of Canterbury, 
by an instrument under their common seal, “as far as in 
them lay,” ratified and approved, and by their authority 
confirmed, the above patent or grant. The next appoint- 
ment was that of Sir R. J. Phillimore to the same office on 
the 1st of August, 1867, and the same proceedings were 
repeated. The last appointment was made on the 28th of 
Oetober, 1874, by deed poll, or instrument in writing, 
under the hands and seals of the two archbishops. The 
Public Worship Regulation Act of 1874 is recited so far as 
it applies to the matter, and the archbishops, with the 
approval of her Majesty, appoint Lord Penzance, ‘‘ formerly 
a baron of the Court of Exchequer, and afterwards judge of 
her Majesty’s Court of Probate, and judge ordinary of the 
Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, and a member 
of the Church of England,” to be during good behaviour 
the judge of the provincial courts of Canterbury and York 
for the purposes of the said Act, provided that if he should 
cease to be a member of the Church of England the office 
should thereupon become vacant. Her Majesty’s approval 
of the appointment was signified by warrant under the 
Royal sign manual, dated the 14th of November, 1874. 
-Of course, there is no reference to the dean and chapter, and 
it is not stated what oath was taken by the judge; the deed 
ber to the words of the Act. The deputy registrar of the 
Arches Court of Canterbury, who certifies the accuracy of 
these documents, adds in a note that on the 20th of October, 
18765, Sir R. J. Phillimore resigned the office of official 
incipal of the Arches Court, and by the Public Worship 
edie Act Lord Penzance, ex officio, became official 
principal ; and on the 30th of October, 1875, Mr. Harcourt 
Vernon resigned his office of official principal or auditor 
of the Chancery Court of York, and Lord Penzance also be- 
came Official principal or auditor of that court. 








Cuurt Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
C MASTER OF THB 
Date. OURT on 5 ee 1 
‘Monday, April 9 Mr. Holdship Mr. Leach 
Tuesday ...... 10 Teesdale Latham 
Wednesday ., 11 Holdship Merivale 
Thursday .... 12 Teesdale Leach 
Friday........ 13 Holdship Latham 
Saturday ...,. 14 Teesdale Merivale 
V.C. Matrws. V.C.Bacen. V.C. Hatt, 
Monday, April 9Mr.Milne Mr. Ward Mr. Koe 
Tuesday ...... 10 Farrer Pemberton Clowes 
Wednesday.... 11 King Ward Koe 
Thursday .,.. 12 Milne Pemberton Clowes 
Friday ......13 Farrer Ward Koe 
Seturday:. 14 = King Pemberton Clowes 





Easter Srrrinas, 1877. 
COURT OF APPEAL, 
At Lincoln’s-inn and Westminster. 
App.motns,ex pte, 


’ apps. from orders 

Tuesdy Ap.10< made on interlo~ 
7 mots, & 
other aj 

mand gl ® 

‘Thursday .,12} “XCY> apps. 

, other apps. 

Friday,.,...13 - 

Saturdy,..0014 A Is. 

_Monday’....16 ¢ “Ppeais- 

Y eoeel7 

Dap sainnen te, 
apps. from orders 

Wednesday 18 {made on inter- 
locutory motns. & 
other apps. 





Thursd. ....19 ao apps. & or. 


Friday ....20 


Saturday ..2) 
Monday et Appeals. 


Tuesday ..24 
pag mm ged po 
from orders. 


apps. 

Wednesday 25 ¢ made on interloc- 
utory motns, & 
other apps. 


Thursday 26 fog apps. & othr 
Friday ....27 

Saturday ..28 

Monday “Baro 

Tuesdy May | 





App.motns.expte, 
apps. from orders 
Wednesday 2¢ made on inter- 
locutory 


rane coos 4 

turday .. 5 

Monday .... i Appeals. 

Tuesday.ece 8 
App.motns.ex pte, 
apps. from orders 

Wednesday..9 ¢ made on interioc- 
utory motos. & 
other apps. 





Thursday ..10 _ apps. & or, 
Setarday 2712 
wel 

ei it Appeals. 
Tuesday .e..15 

a 
Wednesday 16 an ox interloce 

js tor: a * 

other apps. 
Thursday ...17 { BEY. #pps. othe 
Friday ....18..Appeals. 


N.B.—Lunacy Petitions will be taken every Saturday during the 
sittings. 


HIGH COURT 


OF JUSTICE, 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 

At the Rolls House. 
Tuesday Ap 10..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Wednesday..1! edie 
Thrdy...... 12 > General paper. 
Friday .... 13 

Pets.,sht. causes, 
Saturday....14{ adj. sums., and 
gen 


- pa. a 
Monday ....16 i sums. 


pa. 
Tuesday....17 
Wednesday .18 > General paper. 
Thursday ..19 


Friday ....20..Motns. & gen. pa. 
Pets., sht causes, 
Saturday ..21 4 Adj. sums. & gen, 


pa. 
Monday ....28 { Adj. sums, & gen, 


Tuesday....24 

Wednesday..25 } General paper. 

Thursdy....26 

Friday ....27..Motns. & gen. pa. 
Petns., sht. caus., 

Saturday ..28 4 adj. sumns., and 


gen. pa. 
Monday ....30 rg sums. & gen. 


eaeaaan, Si tone 

ednesday.. 24g 1 r 

Torsdy. ... 3 satis 

Friday .... 4,.Motns. & gen. pa. 
Pets. sht. caus., 

Saturday .. 52 adj. sums. & gen. 
pa. 

Monday.... bo sums & gen. 

Tuesday.... 8 

Wednesday.. 9 } General paper 

Thursday ..10 

Friday ....11..Motns & gen pa. 
Petns, sht causes, 

Saturday ..12 { adj. sumns., and 
gen. pa. 

Monday ....14 og sums. & gen. 

Tuesday....15 

Wednesday. 16 >} General paper. 


Thursday ..17 
Friday ....)8..Motns.& gen. pa. 


N.B.—The days, ifany, on which 
the Master of the Rolls shalt be 
engaged in a court of appeal 
are excepted. 

Causes and actions in which wit- 
nesses are to be examined be- 
fore the court will be taken on 
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 
Thursdays, and causes and ac- 
tions without witnesses will be 
taken on Mondays; but when 
the list of causes and actions 
without witnesses is exhausted, 
causes and actions with wit- 
nesses will be taken on Mondays 


Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

Unopposed petitions must be 
presented, and copies left with the 
secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any cause 
intended to be heard asa short 
cause must be so marked in 
the cause-book at least one clear 
day before the same can 
put in the paper to be so heard, 





and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the 
judge’s officer the day before 
the cause is to be put in the 
paper. 


Vv. C. Str RICHARD MALINS. 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 


aa ay arg & gen. pa. 
ednesday.. 

Thursday ..12 } General paper 
Feldag «013 | Seen cum Pe 


Saturday ..14 { og sums. & gen. 


y?' 
Thursday ..19..Motns & gen pa. 
Friday ....20{ pole gy _ 
Saturday . .21 ong sums. & gen. 


Monday....23 
Tuesday ....24 > General paper. 
W 25 


Thursd.....26..Mots. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....27 oe 
Saturday ..28 Adj. sums. & gen. 


Monday ....30 
Tuesdy May 1 >General paper. 
Wednesday % 

Thursd .... ¥y_baee. & gen. pa, 
riley... (ee 
Saturday .. 5{20 or and 
Monday .... 7 
Tuesday...... 8 > General paper. 
Wednesday 9 

Tharsday., 10..Mtns. & gen. pap 
Friday ....11 {SBt cases pets, 


Saturday ~iilee coms Sigua. 


ecwday 13 { Genaral paper. 

Wednesday .16 

eee & = 

it. causes, 

Friday ......18 { chm, 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be so 
marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper 
to be so heard, and eg ge 
sary papers must in 
court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to 
be put into the paper. 

V. C. Sua JAMBS BACON, 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 
Motns.,adj. sums, 

Tuesday ap.io{ oe 

Wednesday, 11 

Thursday ...12 } General paper. 


Friday .... 13 
Saturday .. 14 Petns.,sht. caus.& 


pa. 
Monday....23..In Bankraptey. 
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cece Sht. causes, adj. B 67 Moros v Hickie Q B 129 Southwood v Rudkin 
Woanesiay.25} Genera paper. Saturday . .14 wena Upwey hing 3 P 68 Barker v Side SJ Ex 130 Crowther and ant v Steet 
Motns., adj. sums. | Monday....16 QB 69 Williams v Halaham Q 8131 Brown v_ The Hartley- 
Thurs, ....26 gen. pa. Tuesday....17 > General paper. Ex 70 Hooper v Cox SJ Bottle CoS J 
Friday ....27..General paper. Wednesday. 18 Ex 71 Gibbon v Wilkinson and | Ex 132 Wenman v Knapp 


Petns., sht, caus. 

Saturday ..28 poten 

Monday ....30..In Bankruptcy. 

— y. mo} General paper. 

Motns., adj. sums. 
Thurs,...... 3 {and gen. pa. 
Friday .«... ee ep paper. 
2d etns. sht. caus. 
senpestanedaae ar gen. pa, 
Monday ees as -In Bankruptcy. 
a = aio } General paper. 
Mts. adj. sums. & 

Thursday ...10 } <r 

Friday ....11. ppooneal pa per. 

ets. sht. causes. 

Saturday ..12 & gen. pa. ’ 

Monday ....14..In Bankruptcy. 

ne oe ag General paper. 

» § Motns, adj. sums. 

Tharsday ..17 & gen. pe. 

ets. sht. caus. 

Friday..on...18 | Pon pa 

Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which bare not already 
ap’ ed in the Paper. 

Any’ cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be 
so marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be putinthe paper to 
be so heard, and ae a 

pers must eft in 
pce With the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to 
pe put into the paper. 


.V. C. Sim CHARLES HALL. 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 
Tuesday Ap.10..Motns. & gen. pa. 


Wednesday 11 
Thursdy .. 125 General paper. 


Friday .... 13..Pets. & gen. pa. 


Thursday ..19..Motns, & gen. pa. 
Friday ....20..Petns. & gen. pa. 


Satarday ...21 ; paoee bon: ag 
Monday ..23 


Tuesdy..... 24> General paper. 
Wednesday .25 

Thurs. ....26.,Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....27..Petns. & gen, pa. 


Sht. causes, ad. 
Saturday ..28 fous. & geo. pa. 
Monday....30 


Tuesday May! General paper 

| Wedsdy.... 2 

| Thrsdy .... 3..Motns, & gen pa, 

| Friday .... ——- = ey 
ort caus. le 

| Saturday .. 5 eset & gen. pa. 

| Monday .... 


7 
| Tuesday .... 8 > General paper. 
Wednesday 9 
Thursday ..10..Mtns.& gen, pa. 
Friday ....11..Pets & gen pa. 


Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday ..12 fea & gen pa. 
Monday ....14 


Tuesday.. . { General paper. 





Wednesday..1 

Thursday pak er ae pa. 
fk etns. sht. caus, 

Friday ....18 {é gen. pa. 





Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper, in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be so 
marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard, and the 
necessary must. be left 
in court with the judge’s 
officer theday before the cause 
is to be put into the paper. 





ACTIONS FOR TRIAL IN THE COMMON LAW 
DIVISION. 


MIvp_eEsex. 
Easter Sittings, 1877. 

»This List contains all Actions entered in Queer’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions in which Notice of 
Trial bas been given; and also all Actions in the Chancery 
Division, in which Notice has been given of Trial beforea Judge 
and Jury, up toand including 10th of April, 1877. 


CP 1 Kinsman v Turner 
QB 2 Lay v The Cornwall Che- 
mica! Co, limd 
Ex 3 Bagenal v Lacey 
QB 4 Davies v Clark 
CP 6&5 Bateson v Jordan 
Ex 6 Keys v The Metropolitan 
RyCoSJ 
: _ v Gill 
ernot v Huggins & anr 
9 Same v Same (2nd action) 
10 Taylor v Nevill and aur 
11 Lucas v Bramwell & anr 
12 Heather & Son v Webb 
13 Adams v Josling, sued,&c 
14 Slade and anr v Ross 
15 — v The Ceylon Co, 


16 Beeton ¥ Mason 

17 Brooks vy Sleight 

18 Cope vy Webster 

19 Smart v Baker 

20 Girdlestone v Lewis 

21 Stratford vy Davis 8 J 

22 Gauntlett v Conlin 

23 Drewe v Harris 

24 Yuill vy Haliam 8 J 

25 Meyer v The Royal Mail 
Steam Packet Co 

26 Tallerman wv Irish Con- 

Milk Co, limd, & 


Hf bet td Op moron 


a mow re™ wets ohm ta ryt eg toe 


Q abOnoo 


worth District v The Alum 
7 Ammonia Co, F 


Ex 31 Toynbee v Reed 

32 —_ and anr v Pearson, 
nt 

33 Dickson v Reeves 

34 Phillips v Browne 8 J 

35 West v De la Warr SJ 

36 Perry v Edwards 

37 Foster v Picard & Co 

38 Chick v Underwood 

Ex 39 Porter v Brooke & ors 

CP 40 Terrell jun v Thorogood . 

Ex 41 Rickards v Lord Lisburne 


i] 
Ex 42 Creaford v Hadfield 
Ex 43 Nooaan v Woodhams 
QB 44 The Queen v Grayson and 


anr 
45 Woolf v Harris & Co 
46 Lewiay Brass 
47 Booth v Briscoe SJ 
48 Fell v Barnett & anr 8 J 
49 Young v Harrison 
50 Sharpe v Hanson 
51 Williams v Wood SJ 
52 Mathews v Brown 
53 Hamand v Leeman SJ 
54 Gaine v Ficlding 
55 Vaughan v Brace 
Bevin and ors ¥ 
Everett and aur 8 J 
x 57 Glenie v Ellis 
B 58 Dol! v Michell 
59 Baker v Butler 
60 Rees v Greenslade 
Ex 61 Pattrick v Harper & ors 
Ex 62 Trotman vy Macnamera 
Ex 63 Scott vy London and North 


bhp i 8J 
QB 64 Fielder vy Horrocks & anr 
qs 65 Howarth v Shaw 

B 66 Simon v Guattari 


Q2HQAaQQ0 
 pepatte R 


POON MALO PLO 
geo a” moW 


Wren 





anr 
CP 72 Devereux andanrv Lover- 


ing SJ 

CP 73 British Mutual Investment 
Co limd v Harst 

CP 74 - v Crossman & ors 


Ex 75 Bright v Fryer SJ 

QB 76 Joues v Flight 

QB 177 Barkley v Longridge SJ 

CP 78 Austin v Traman 

Ex 79 Durrant v Arney 

Ex 80 Tidmarsh and aor v Par- 

ker 

QB 81 Morley v Robinson 

82 Fallows v Read 

83 Smith v Foxley 8 J 

84 Waite v Taylor 

85 Isaacs v Bishop & ors S J 

P 86 Mair v Ry Pas,engers 
Assurance Oo 8 J 

87 Langton v Papineau 

88 Buckingham v Laing & Co 

89 Keiser v Maccomas & Co 

90 Hampton v Drapeau 

91 Carstairs v Hoperift SJ 

92 Millborn v Jefferies 

93 White v Georgs 

94 Pictor v Wiliams 

95 Best v Murphy 

96 Levasseur v Tha St Louis 
Glass Co 

x 97 Pivernau vy Sams 

B 98 Batson v voral 

Ex 99 Kleeberg v Wohlgemuth 

B 100 Needham v Field SJ 

Q B 101 Chappell vy Tinker and anr 

Ex 102 Hooper and ors v Scard 

QB 103 Barton v The Milford 

Docks 


C P 104 Morrell v S:atham 
Ex 105 Crowhurst v Marlins 
Ex 106 Gillies v Hedgeland 
QB 107 Palmer v Mobbs 
CP 108 Lane v Strange 
CP 109 Robson v Tidmarsh 
Ex 110 Price v Maynard 
Q B11! Saunders v Hickson 
Q B112 Samuel v Jacobs 
QB113 Edmonds wv Butler & Co 
Ex 114 Best v Huddleston & son 
CP 185 Fry v Neumann 

116 Pettett vy Matthews 

Pili wn v Gilbert 
118 Shoolbred & Co v Car- 


QB 
Cc 
CP 
michael 
a3 119 Middleton v Pooley & anr 
cP 
QB 


nM 


CHO HODACLLOOD OHeO. 
Aig Umm th 


120 Adams v Odell 

121 Crump v Mumford 

122 Moore v Basingstoke Ur- 
vy Sanitary Authority 





QB 133 Hobbs v Martineau 

134 Dimbleby v Salvin 

135 Grassi v Marioni 

186 McMahon v Franks 

137 Bayley and anr v Greaves. 


138 Hughes v Mahoney 

139 Trower v Jones 

140 Philpott v Lohaia 

141 Waddell v Flanagan § J 

142 Watmnough v Wilson SJ 

143 The British Mutual Invast- 
ment Co limd v Deacon 

144 Same v Woodward 

145 bs aera v Beard and anr 


Ex 146 Flint v Gaine 
Ex 147 Girdleston v__ Brighton 
Aquarium Co SJ 
QB148 Phillips v Miyor of Wey- 

mouth & 
Ex 149 Wilders v Gunter 
Q B 150 Cronk v Bell 
Ex 151 Hussey v Roberts & anr 
Ex 152 Bullock v Butcher 8 J 
Q B153 Bowyer v Cross 
Ex 154 D'Arcy & aor v Hannah 
C P 155 Saunders v Deakin and 


aor SJ 
QB156 Girdlestons v Parker 
Q 8157 Graham v Rendall 8 J 
U P 158 Hall v Paine and aor 
C P 159 Redrup & ors v King SJ 
Ex 160 Dutton and wife v Ive 
Ex 161 Desvignes v Horne 
Ex 162 Lawrencs et ux v North 
Metropvlitan Tmys Co 8 J- 
C P 163 Dubois v Phillips and aor 
Ex 164 Pratt & wife v Rider SJ 
Ex 165 Sully v Ridley 
Ex 166 Gay v Watts and ors 
Ex 167 Goddard v Wright 
Ex 168 Tomlinson v Price 
Ex 169 Bryett v Margoliouth 
QB170 Turquand wv Barnott 8 JT 
kx 171 Hinks v Hall 
C P 172 dopkins vy Shaw and anor 
Ex 173 McAlley v McAlley 
Ex 174 Evans v Moore 
QB175 Edwards v Smith 
C P 176 Barron v Martin 
Q B177 Solomon v Engell 
QB178 Campbell v Fowler 
Ex 179 Richmond Cavendish 0o v 
Pooley 
B 180 Baker v Peirson 
P !81 Jackson v Priddle 
P 182 Beaver v Henman and anr 
B 183 Hunt v Stringer SJ 
C P 184 Driscoll v Delayhaye 
Ex 185 Bowley and ors v Lloyd 


and wife 
Ex 186 De Netterville v London, 


Q 
C 
Cc 
Q 














Ex 123 Dawliogs v Grant Bros 
C P124 Baveas v Moore Chatham,and Dover Ry 
QB125 Mackenzie v Cameron & | C P 187 Tyler y Thompson 
anr Ex 186 Cobb v Noakes & Co 
Q Bi26 Wyman & anr v Lewis Q 8189 Johnson v Lewis 
QB127 Wallace v Malcolm € P 190 Howard v Blakeley 
Q B128 Druggan v Jarvis CP 191 Siade and wife v Allen. 
PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
April 6, 1877. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
8 per Cent, Consols, 963 Annuitiss, April, °65, 9§ 


Ditto for Account, 96j 

Do. sper Cent.Reduced, 95} 
New 3 per Cent., 953 

Do. 34 perCont., Jan, °¥4 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. °94 Bank of England Stook, — per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. '78 Ct. (last half-year) 

Annuities, Jan, ’80 Ditte for Account, 


Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Ex Bills, £21000, 24 perCt. 7 pm 
Ditto, £500, Do, 7 pm. 

Ditto, 2100 & £200,7 pm. 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind. Stk., § per Cent., July, "80,107, Enf.Pr.5§ perCnt., May,’79, 9T. 
Ditto for Account 


— Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent» 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. "88, 104xd Age "64 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,¢ per Cont. 88 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
8nd Bof.Pr., 5 per C., Jan.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 
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RAILWAY STOCK. 



























































Railways. Paid.'Closing Prices 

Stock| Bristol and Exeter 100 
Stock| Caledonian 100 123 xd 
Stock/Glasgow and South-Western ...s0sseeveeeee| 100 06 
Stock|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ssorcessrsessseee| 100 514 
Stock|Great Northern 100 128 
Stock] .Do., A Stock*...... 100% = 129 
Stock|Great Southern and Western of Ireland ......| 100 = 
Stock|Great Western—Original 100 1034 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshire .......cesssssessesseres| 100 138 
Stock|London, Brighton, and South Coast 1c0 121 
Stock) London, Chatham, and Dover... 100 20: 
Stock|London and North-Western | 100 1483 
Stock|London and South Western... 100 132 
Stock|Manchester, Sheffield, and Lin 100 74 
Stock|Metropolitan 100 107} 
Stock} Do., District 100 45 
Stock| Midland 100 1283 
Stock|North British 100 964 xd 
Stock/North Eastern 100 156 
Stock| North London 100 137 
Stock|/North Staffordshire .1s....scseseeseereereecseseseee| 100 67 
Stock|South Devon 100 69 
Stock|South-Eastern .! 100 128 











* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS, 

Bruce—March 28, at 5, Redcliffe-gardens, S.W., the wife of 
A. Carmichael Bruce, barrister-at-law, of a son. : 
LownpEs—March 28, at The Mount, New Brighton, Cheshire, 

the wife of Francis D. Lowndes, solicitor, of Liverpool, of a 
daughter. 
STEAVENSON—March 29, at Whickham, county of Durham, 
the wife of D. F. Steavenson, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
TuRNER—March 31, at Greenhill Lodge, Watford, the wife of 
H. Morten Turner, solicitor, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. . 
DrsENHAM—HOLMYARD—March 28, at St. Mary’s, Islington, 
Samuel John Debenham, of 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitor, 
to Emilie Colston Holmyard, of 31, Pemberton-terrace, St. 
John’s-park, N. 
TurneR—Morriss—April 4, at West Ham Church, Essex, 
Arthur Turner, solicitor, to M Eliza Howse Morriss, 
daughter of the late E. I. Morriss, L.R.C.S.1. 


DEATHS. 

Crowpy—March 24, at 4, York-terrace, Regent’s-park, James 
Crowdy, of 17, Sérjeants’-inn, Fleet-street, aged 56. 

Dunpas—March 30, at 13, King’s Bench-walk, Inner Temple, 
the Right Hon. Sir David Dundas, of Ochtertyre, Perthshire, 

ed 78. 

Garan—March 22, at San Remo, Italy, Henry Gover, LL.D., 
barrister-at-law, Inner Temple, aged 50. 

‘Wootr—April 5, at 12, Craven-hill, Hyde-park, David Woolf, 
aged 42, 








LONDON GAZETTES, 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 


Farpay, March 30, 1877. 
Lim1TEep In CHANCERY. 

Horrocks and Company, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R., 
dated March 24, it was ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Bailey, Tokenhouse yard, solicitor for the petitioner 

Regent Iron Works Company, Limited.—The M,R. has fixed Tuesday, 
April 10, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and place for the ap- 
Pointment of an official liquidator 

‘Trust Association, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R., dated 
March 24, it was ordered that the above association be wound up. 
Truefitt and Gane, Bishopsgate st within, solicitors for the petitioners 


presented March 26, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Satur 
day, April J4. Tucker and Lake, Serle ‘st, Lincoln’s inn, 
ae for Wragge and Co, Birmingham, solicitors for the peti- 
ioners 

Government Security Fire Insurance Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented March 20, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Hall on April 13. Morten and Catler, Newgate st, solicitors for the 
petitioner 

Portsmouth and Hampshire Mineral Water Company, Limited.—Peti- 
tion for winding up, presented March 28, directed to be heard be- 
fore the M.R. on April 14. Pritchard and Sons, Gracechurch st, 
agents for King, Portsea, solicitor for the petitioners 

Railway Accident Mutual Assurance Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated March 24, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Lewis and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the 
petitioners 

Tumacacori Mining and Land Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by V.C. Bacon, dated March 24, it was ordered that the above com- 
pany be wound up. Baker, John st, Bedford row, solicitor for the 
petitioner 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 

- Frrpay, March 23, 1877. 

Aird, John, Great Cumberland place, Engineer, April 30. Aird v 
Quick, V.C. Malins. Hutchins, Birchin Jane 

Arnold, William Simpkin, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Watch Manufacturer. 
May 1. Umfreville v Arnold, V.C. Hall. Mallam, Oxford st 

Cannon, Charles, Kidderpore Hall, Hampstead, Dyer. April 10. 
Cannon v Paddon, V.C. Hall. Burgoynes and Co, Oxford st 

Crang, James, Barnstaple, Devon, Beerseller. April 30. Crang v 
Crang, V.C. Malins. Bencraft, Barnstaple 

Day, William Charles, Victoria park, Beerhouse Keeper. April 3 0. 
—— v Day, V.C. Malins. Ody, Southampton buildings, Chan - 
cery lane 

Edwardes, Wiliiam, Sealeyham, Pembroke, Esq. May 1. Kensington 
v Edwardes, V.C. Hall. Markby and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

George, William Parry, Trelandon, Hereford, Farmer. April 20. 
Williams v George. M.R. Gabb and Walford, Abergavenny 


Gwillim, William Waring, Chertsey, Surrey, Solicitor. April 20 
Gregory v Gwillim, M.R. Redhead, Chertsey 

Mastaglio, Vittorio, Newcastle-upor-Tyne, Toy Merchant. April 30.¢« 
—— v Mastaglio, V.C. Malins. Johnston, Newcastle-upon- 

'yne 

Bridgeland, Robert, Plymouth, Devon, Gent. April20. Jarvis v 
Mortimer,,M.R. Beasley, St Helens ; 

Peole, Robert, Winchester, Hants, Accountant, April20. Poole v 


Poole, V.C. Malins. Warner, Winchester 
Rowlands, John David, Queen’s row, Walworth, Licensed Victualler. 
April 30. Rowlands v Rowlands, V.C. Hall. Martineau and Reid, 
Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 
Stanbridge, Sidney William, Canal bank, Camberwel!, Maltster. 
April 20, Barnard v Stanbridge, M.R. King, Queen Victoria st 
Trubshaw, James, Little Haywood, Stafford, Civil Engineer. May 1. 
Trubshaw v Gardner, V.C. Malins. Carter, Bedford row 
TvespaY, March 27, 1877. 
Blakey, Joshua, Low Moor, York, Ciader Burner. 
Dobson, M.R. Ray, Bradford 
Hayes, Thomas, jun, Liverpool, Surgeon. April 24. 
M Dodge, Liverpool 


April20. Lawvy 


Smith v Fenton, 

Hirst, George, Cumberworth, York, Farmer. April 25. Beaumont v 
Hirst, M.R. Brook and Co, Huddersfield 

Sheard, George, Batley, York, Gent. April20. Woodhouse v Blake- 
ley, M.R. Scholefield, Dewsbury 

Simon, Jane, Lianidloe-, Montgomery, Farmer. April 30. Hay- 
ward v Topham, V.C. Malins 

Smith, John Hunter, Sunderland, Durham, Master Mariner. May 1. 
Chapman v Smith, V.C. Hall. Oliver, Quality court, Chancery lane 

Walden, Charles, Trafalgar rd, Old Kent rd. April 30. Clerke v 
Howell, V.C. Hall. Chester, Newington butts 

Touxspay, April 3, 1877. 

Fie'd, Jehn, Weethley, Warwick, Farmer. May 5. Field v Field, V.C. 
Malins, Bennett, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Little Robert, Stockmoor, Cumberland, Farmer. April 30. Little v 
Little, V.C. Malins. Arnison, Penrith 


Lutley, Samuel Baker, Exeter, Hop Merchant. May 4, Lutley v, 
Pugsley, V.C. Hall. Pearse, Wiveliscombe , Somerset 
Creditors ander 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, March 16, 1877. 
Andoe, William, Tunbridge Wells, Kent. March"3l. Esther Andoe 


Upper Grosvenor rd, Tunbridge Wells ; 
Banister, a Acre lane, Brixton. May 1. Munton and Morris, 
Lambeth hill, Queen Victoria st i 
Binstead, Ch Henry, Wakefield, York, Vice Admiral, May 7. 





Vale Mill Cotton Spinning, Manufacturing, and Mining Company, 
Limited.—V.C. Bacon has fixed April 10, at 12, at his chambers, as 
the time and place for the appointment of an official liquidator 


STANNABIES OF CoRNWALL. 

Wheal Grambler Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, presented 
March 23, directed to be hi before the Vice Warden at Prince's 
Hall, Truro, on Thursday, April 12, at 12. Gregory and Co, Bedford 
row, agents for Paul, Truro, solicitor for the petitioners 

Tumspay, April 3, 1877. 
ITED IN CHANCERY. 

Birchgrove Graigola Collieries, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Malins, dated March 23, it was ordered that the voluntary winding 

up of the above company be continued. Webb, Queen Victoria st, 

solicitor for the petitioner 


‘Buitron and Huelva Railway and Mineral Company Limited.—Petition 
for a up resented March 27, directed to be heard before V.C. 
na oh : 4. Heritage, Nicholas lane, Lombard st, solicitor 


petit 
‘Darlaston Steel and Iron Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up» 





Chambers and Chambers, Brighouse c 

ber eggs ony Rockmount, ur Liverpool, Gent. May 12. Hinnell 
and Co, B 

Branston, James, Affpuddle, Dorset, Farmer. May 22, Marshfield 
and Hutchings, Wareham : . 

Crocker, William, Plymouth, Devon, Builder. June !. Whiteford and 
Bennett, Plymouth 

Cutler, Harriet, Southampton. June 9. Coxwell and Co, Southampton 

De Gersdorff, George Ernst, Count, Geneva, Switzerland. May 20. 
Fielder and Sumner, Godliman st, Doctors’ commons 

Mare, ng fn men agy Woolwich,. April 30, Farnfield and 

Sampson, Queen Victoria st 
igby, Rev Richard Henry Wingfield, Tholnford, Dorset. April 10. 


fooks, Sherborne ‘ 

Dixon, Senereh Ellen, Calne, Wilts, Saddler, April 6. Phillips and 
Son, Chi am z 

Freeman, Jachua, Mildmay park, Islington, Gent, May 1. Bicknell 
and Hortin, Edgware rd 

Harrison, William, Hereford, Builder, May 1. Jay, Hereford 
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Hill, Arthur Charles, Court of Hill, Salop, Esq. May 25. Norris and 
Miles, Tenbury 

— Robert Evan, Tranmere, Cheshire. May 1. Knowles, Liver- 
poo! 

Jones, Frederick Robert, Birkhouse, nr Hnddersfield, York, Land 
Agent. May1. Chambers and Chambers, Brighouse 

Lawrance, Joseph, Bath, Somerset, Esq. May 1. Maule and Co, Bath 

Ledger, Robert, Heathfield Lodge, Blackheath, Esq. May 16. Hare 
and Fell, Surrey st, Strand 

Lees. John Witton, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Hotel Keeper. May 1. 
Bass and Jennings, Burton-on-Trent 

Lugg, George Hervey, Margaret st, Cavendish sq, Gent. April 10. 
Reed and Lovell, Guildhall chambers 

Machaffie, David, Musselburgh, nr Edinburgh, Merchant. June 1. 
Holden and Holden, Bolton 

Milner, Lady Anne Georgina, Nunappletor, York. May 4. Evans and 
Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Muriel, William, Ely, Cambridge, Commander R.N, May 21. Moor, 
Woodbridge 

Ord, Robert, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Shipowner, April 30. Kid- 
son and Co, Bishopwearmouth 

Parrington, John, Brancepeth, Durham, Land Agent. April 30. Kid- 
son and Co, Sunderland 

Saumarez, Hon John St Vincent, Princes gate, Captain 14th Hussars, 
April 20. Cunliffe and Beaumont, Chancery lane 

Simons, Samuel, Gamlingay, Cambridge, Bricklayer. May 1. Chap- 
man, Biggleswade 

Spilier, Caroline Alicla Elizabeth Dr d, Princes sq, Bayswater. 
May 1. Rrockman and Harrison, Folkestone 

Sugden, Thomas, Brighouse, York, Esq. May 1. Chambers and 
Chambers, Brighouse 

Sutton, Mary Ann, Albion st, Rotherhithe, April 10. W. T. Tull, 
Keeton’s rd, Bermondsey 

Tomlinson, Robert Sherratt, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Esq. May 1. 
Bass and Jennings, Burton-on-Trent 

Turnham, Joseph, Newman st, Oxford st, Licensed Victualler. April 
13. Routh and Stacey, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

Walklate, Ann, St Albans, Herts, Saddler. April 21. Bullock, Great 
Berkhamsted 

—, ee Peesley, Cheadle, Cheshire. June 1. Vaughan, 

le 





‘Wood, George, King’s rd, Chelsea, Esq. May 13. Wilde and Co, 

College hill 
Tvespay, March 20, 1877. 

Allen, John, Alcester, Worcester, Gent. May 1. Jelf, Birmingham 

Ashton, Charlotte, Castleford, York. May 23. Bradley and Bradley, 
Castleford 

Ashton, Joseph, Castleford, York, Gent. May 23. Bradley and Brad- 
ley, Castleford 

Bell, Jane, North Shields, Northumberland, April 16. Fenwick, 
North Shields 

‘ke, Thomas, Barton-on-the-Heath, Warwick, Farmer. May }. 

Kilby and Co, Chipping Norton 

Clifton, John, Houghton hill, Huntingdon, Farmer. June 10. Greene 
and Mellor, Huntingdon 

Cobbett, John Morgan, Brompton crescent, Esq, M.P, April 17. 
Paine and Co, Furnival’s inn 

Dear, Henry Charles, North Stoneham park, Hants, Corn Merchant. 

» April 23. Perkins and Candy, Southampton 

Dunnage, Frank Alchin, Marple, Cheshire, Merchant. May 1. 
Charlwood and Co, Manchester 

Durbridge, William, Whitley, Berks, Contractor. May 17. Collins, 


ing 

Farthing, Michael, Hartlepool, Durham, Gent. April 14. Bell, West 
Hartlepool 

Fawcett, Robert Dobson, West Hartlepool, Durham, Contractor. 
April 16. Belk and Parrington, Middlesborough 

Fletcher, Joseph, Tranmere, Cheshire, Coai Dealer, April23. Down- 
ham, Birkenhead 

eo Peter, Sheffield, York, Plumber. May 16, Simpson, 

effie 

an, Petworth, Sussex, Butcher. May 1. Daintrey, Pet- 

wo 


— , pe Castieford, York. May 23. Bradley and Bradley, 

asileford 

Hardy, John, Worksop, Nottingham, Grocer. April 2. Coulson, 
Worksop 

Hargest, Henry, Margate, Kent, Licensed Victualler. April 16. 
Robinson and Rushton, Fleet st 

Harvey, Josiah, Bouverie st, Flour Merchant. May 14. Walters and 
Gush, Finsbury circus 

Hatch, Elizabeth, Regent sq. April 20. Ranyard, Great Coram st, 
Brunswick s 

Holmes, Caroline, Aston, Warwick. June1. Jelf, Birmingham 

Horsfall, Hannah, Birkenhead, Cheshire, May 15.’ Downham, Birken- 


Howard, John, Anglesea st, Bethnal green, Paper Hanger. April 20. 
Voss, Vestry Hall, Bethnal green - 

James, Daniel, Woolton, nr Liverpool, Merchant. June 1. Bateson 
and Co, ee 

Lord, Henry. Waterbarn, Lancashire, Grocer. May 22, Wright and 


Son, Bacup 
Miller, George, Gateshead, Durham, Hat Manufacturer, April 9. Rad- 
ford, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
—> Thomas, Salford, Lancashire, Pawnbroker. April21. Almond, 
nchester 
Rolt, John, Ozleworth park, Gloucester, Esq. May 2. Osborne and 
Co, Bristol 


, Rey Thomas, Holmeacre, Bowdon, Cheshire. April 23, Sale 
Pi Fy "North, Shields, Northumberland, §' A 
y, John, Nor um urgeon, 16. 
Fenwick, North Shields csemebderyen 
Swan, Joseph Percival, Piccadilly, Esq, May 17. Campbell and Co, 


esseyman bas, Portemouth st, Lincoln’s inn fields, Picture 
Dealer. ” april 30. Van Tromp, Essex st 





Thompson, Thomas, Stanhope, Durham, Quarry Agent. April 23 
Hutchinson, Stockton-on-Tees 4 

Thomson, Peter, Manchester, Gent. June 24. Thomas and Wharton 
Manchester “ 

Turner, Sarah, Oldham, Lancashire. May 1. Holgate, Rochdale 

Walton, Robert, Chesterton, Cambridge, Farmer, May 15. Ranceand 
Sons, Cambridge 

Ward, William John, Old Broad st, Wine Merchant. May 23. Barnes. 
and Bernard, Finsbury circus 

Watson, William, sen, Duton Hill, Essex, Carrier. April 16. Wade 
and Knocker, Great Dunmow 

Webb, Thomas, Mile End rd, Victualler. April 22, Layton and Co, 
Budge row 

Webster, Ann, Selby, York. May 1. Weddall and Parker, Selby 

Whittington, Henry, Manchester, Jeweller, April17. Marlow, Man- 
chester 

Wigham, Thomas, Gateshead, Durham, Innkeeper. May 1. Keenly- 
side and Forater, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Winterborne, Thomas, Oxford, Gent. April 25. Morre!l and Son, 


Oxford 

Wyatt, Thomas, Maddox st, Regent st, Architect. April 27, Morrell 
and Son, Oxford 

Yarwood, Thomas Williams, New Wortley, Leeds, Crape Manufacturer, 
June 1. Tillett, Norwich 

Young, Elizabeth, Leamington Priors, Warwick. May 15. Field and 
Son, Leamington Priors 
Zafars Jacob, Drury lane, Baker. April 23. Gowing and Mandale, 


King st, Cheapside 
Fripay, March 23, 1877. 

Aspland, William Smith, Maidstone, Kent, Saddler. May 10. Stephens, 
Maidstone 

Butter, John, Plymouth, Devon, Doctor of Medicine. May 1. Prid- 
ham and Co, Plymouth 

Campbell, Harriette Maria, Bournemouth, Hants. April 28. Farrer 
and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Cowles, Frederick William, Hastings, Sussex, Stonemason. May 9, 
Phillips, Hastings 

Cox, Stephen, Stamford st, Dealer in Horses. June 1. Thomas and 
Moore, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Catler, Harriet, Southampton. June 9, Coxwell and Co, Southampton 

Ennis, Taomas, Liverpool, Bookseller. April 28. Smith and Co, 
Liverpool i 

Fisher, James, Radford, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. June 1. 
Enfield, Nottingham 

Gwynne, George, Marylebone rd, Gent, May 4. Prior and Co, Line 
coln’s inn fields 

Haden, Frances, Sedgley, Stafford. June16. Riley, Wolverhampton 

Hibbert, Mary, Sheffield. May 1. Binney and Sons, Sheffield 

Higham, Joseph, Cheadle Moseley, Cheshire,Gent. Junel. Vaughan, 


Ch 8 
Hulme, John, Eccleston, Lancashire, Grocer, April 26. Swift, Liver. 


ool 

trving, Robert, Carlisle, Butcher. May 1. Nanson, Carlisle 

Joyce, Joshua, Sydenham, Kent, Esq. May 14. Edell, King st, Cheap- 
side 

La Coste, Thomas Blake, Chertsey, Surrey, Banker, June 1. Paine 
and Brettell, Chertsey 

Lordan, Jeremiah, Gipsy hill, Norwood, Hair Merchant, April 30, 
Saffery and Huntley, Tooley st 

Need, Charles, Great Malvern, Worcester, Oonfectioner, May 3. 
Cawley, Great Malvern 

Ponsonby, Right Hon Lady Emily Charlotte, Hampton Court Palace. 
April 20. Leman and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Purvis, Thomas, Berwick-upon-Tweed, Licensed Victualler, April 
$0. Weatherhead, Berwick-upon-Tweed : 

Reynolds, William, Lingen, Hereford, Wheelwright. April 12, Tom- 
linson, Presteign : 

Salter, Martha, Ottery St Mary, Devon. April 13, Davy and Son, 
Ottery St Mary ‘ ' 

Shepheard, Alfred, Bridgnorth, Salop, Major Retired List Bombay 
Army. May 5. Girdlestone, Albany court yard, Piccadilly 

Smith, Mary, Rye, Sussex. April 25. Dawes, Rye 

Strong, William, Ellington, Kent, Gent. April 30. Edwards and Son, 
Ramsgate - 

Taaner Maty Sophia Smith, Hullavington, Wilts, Grocer. May 20. 
Keary and Co, Chippenham 

Taylor, Henry, Ware, Hertford, Common Brewer. May 21, Taylor, 
Bishops Stortford 

Townson, Bryan, Wennington, Lancashire, Innkeeper. May 5. Max- 
sted and Gibson, Lancaster 

Truemau, Eliza, Brighton, Sussex. April 25, Beaumont and Son, 
Lincoln’s inn fiel 

Tucker, George Francis Yeandall, Southsea, Hants, Gent. March 30. 
Moss and Co, Winchester House, Old Broad st 

Warner, James, Lower Howsell, Worcester, Farmer. May 3, Cawley, 
Great Malvera 

Bankra| 


pts. 
Fripay, March 30, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 

Catchpole, John Grayston, Pont st, Belgrave eq, Fruiterer. Pet March. 

27. Murray. April l6atl 7 
Kennedy, Hugh Lorraine, Wormwood st, Oil Brokers. Pet March 27. 

Hazlitt. April 18 at lt 
McMillan, John, Fenchurch st, Wholesale Tea Dealer. Pot March 24. 

Spring-Rice. April 17 at li 
seers Henry, Great Winchester st, Pet March 22, Pepys. April. 

11 at 12,30 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Baylis, Goren eee Birmingham, Pet March 28. Parry. Bir- 
mingham, Ap: at 
Burghope, H  W_ , Lozells, Warwick, Twine Dealer. Pot March 26. 


Cole. Birmingham, 13 at 2 

Burr, Frank, Woke, testa, Geantter, Pet March 27. Daw, juo. 
Southampton, April 18 at 11 

Greenwell, Richard, Thornley Colliery, Durham, Grocer. Pet Marek. 
28. Marshall. Darham, April 16 at 11 
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Jenkins, Edmund Cope, Gravesend, Gro cer. Pet March 26. Hayward. 
Rochester, April9 at 3 
McMillan, Robert Todd Campbell, Newport, Mon, Draper. Pet March 
98, Davis. Newport, April 18 at 11 , 
Robinson, John, Liverpool, Accountant. Pet March 28. Bellringer. 
Liverpool, Aprill#atl2 
Tiptaft, Susan, and Charles Tiptaft, Tinwell, Rutland, Farmers. Pet 
rch 28. Gaches. Peterborough, April 31 at 1 
Tompsett, Benjamin Henry, Hurst green, Sussex, Postmaster. Pet 
March 28. Young. Hastings, April 14 at 11 
Wood, John, North Ormesby, York, out of business. Pet March 26. 
Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, April 12 at 3 
Torspay, April 3, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
‘To Surrender in the Country. 
Cardozo, William Page, Camborne, Cornwall, Mine Purser. Pet March 
31. Cbileott. Truro, April 18 at 11.30 
De Fivas, Sidney, Upham park rd, Chiswick, Theatrical Performer, 
Pet March 29. Ruston. Brentford, April 18 at 3 
Hawkes, Thomas, Hunslet, Leeds, Carrier. Pet March 27. Marshall. 


Leeds, April 25 at 1) 

Jackson, Joseph, Darlingscott, Worcester, Butcher. Pet March 29. 
Forman. Banbury, April 16 at 12 ; 

Marland, John, Hollinwood, nr Manchester, Colliery Proprietor. Pet 
March 23. Tweedale. Oldham, April 16 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


Fripay, March 30, 1877. 
Welch, otherwise Mercer, Herriett Gilbey, Bedford rd, Clapham. 
March 22 





Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, March 30, 1877, 


Adams, George, Addington sq, Camberwel!, Commercial Clerk. April 
21 at 4 at offices of Good and Co, Bucklersbury. Crook and Smith, 
Abchurch lane 

Anderson, Walter John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tailor. April 16 at3 at 
the George Hotel, Whitefriargate, Kingston-upon-Hull. Jackson, 
Kingston-upon-Hull 

Anning, John, Bridgewater, Somerset, Draper. 
of Chapman, King st, Kridgewater 

Bagnall, Richard, Kimberley, Nottingham, Fishmonger. April 9 at 3 
at 14, Low pavement, Nottingham. Black 

Bardsley, Thomas, Stockport, Cheshire, Flour Dealer. April 11 at 3 
at offices of Veughan-Jcunes, Piccadilly, Manchester 

Barnes, Joseph, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Beerseller. April 9 at 12 at 
offices of Potter, Northfield House, North place, Cheltenham. Smith 

Bateman, Alfred, West Malling, Kent, Grocer. April 1! at 12 at the 
Victoria Hotel, Week st, Maidstone. Andrew and Cheale, Tun- 
bridge Wells 

Bedford, William Murray, Lechlade, Gloucester, Farmer. April 13 at 
12 at the New Inn, Lechlade. Kinneir and Tombs, Swindon 

Beech, Martha, Burslem, Stafford, Confectioner. April 9 at 11 at offices 
of Tomkinson and Furnival, Hanover st, Burslem 

Blakeney, John Wark, Kingston-upon-Hall, Compass Adjuster. April 
10 at 12 at the Minerva Hotel, Kingston-upon-Huill 

Bolzeni, John, Winchester, Hants, Jeweller. April !2 at 1 at offices of 
Edmonds and Co, Old J gg Pain and Clarke, Winchester 

Borring, Alphonse Camiile, Fenchurch st, Merchant. Aprilll at 11 
at offices of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Boundy, Andrew, Ashreigney, Devon, Innkeeper. April 12 at 2 at 
the New Inn, Ashreigney. Rooker and Bazeley, Bideford 

ks, Thomas, Lincoln, Builder. April 14 at 11 at offices of Page, 
jun, Flaxengate, Lincoin 

Burdett, William, Lyston, Leicester, Commercial Traveller. April 16 
at I! at offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Camrass, Solomon, Leeds, Clothier. April 12 at 3 at offices of Pul lan, 
Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Carr, William Vise, Mount Pleasant, Warwick, Grocer. April 10 at 3 
- offices of Cowie, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham. Walter, Birming- 


m 
Carter, William James, Stratford, Essex, Garfitter. April 13 at 2 at 
offices of Slater, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 
Champion, Joseph Broad, Newlyn East, Cornwall, Coal Dealer. April 
1] at | at offices of Carlyon and Son, Paul st, Truro 
Chatburn, Walker, Hebden Bridge, York, Dyer, April 12 at 8 at offices 
of Standring, King st, South parade, Rochdale 
Clough, Charles, Northenden, Cheshire, Farmer. April24 at 3 at offices 
of Horner and Son, Clarence et, Manchester 
Cody, John, Bristol, Cattle Salesman. April 12 at 12 at offices of 
8, Broad st, Bristol. Meade-King and Bigg 
Constable, John, Leatherhead, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. April 12 
at 4 at offices of Young, West st, Dorking 
Cottam, John. Lingdale, York, General Dealer. April 10 at 2 at offices 
of Staniland, Church st, Guisbrough 
ley, John, Birmingham, Grocer. April 13 at 3 at offices of Jaques, 
erry st, Birmingham 
» Charles, Portland st, Wandsworth rd, Timber Merchant. 
April 11 at 12 at 18, Great Dover st, Newington. Silvester 
Crewe, Henry, Liverpool, Agricultural Implement Maker. April 16 
at 1 at offices of Browne, Brockley buildings, South John st, Liver- 


Crilly, Alfred, Poulton, Cheshire, Book-keeper. April 12 at; 3 at offices 
of Quinn, South John st, Liverpoo! 
ley, Thomas Sanders, Stock Orchard crescent, Gent. April 12 at 
2 at offices of Attenborough, St Paul’s churchyard. 
er, William, Sheffield, Stee] Manufacturer. April 11 at 12 at 
offices of Mellor, Bank st, Sheffield 


April 13 at 3 at offices 


Daniel, Robert Furrimond, Leeds, Solicitor. April \Lat 3 at offices of 
on, Kast par. Leeds 
Dawson, George, Erdington, Warwick, Milk Seller. April 12 at 11 at 
Offices of Stanbury, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 


Thomas Clark, Oroydon, Draper. April 7 at 11 at the King’s 
Arms Hotel, Catherine a were . . 


&.. 





Ditchburn, John, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Licensed Victualler, 
April 13 at 3 at offices of Duncan and Duncan, Market st, South 
Shields 

Draper, Edwin, Bilston, Stafford, out of business, April 12 at 1-at 
offices of Fellows, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 

Farrimond, Joseph, Ince-in-Mackerfield, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. 
April 14 at 10 at offices of Lees, King st, Wigan 

Fawcett, Rev John, South hill park, Hampstead. April 17 at 12 at 
offices of Whites and Co, Little Trinity lane, Queen Victoria st 

Fittes, Frederick John, North Shields, Brewer’s Traveller. April 11 
at 2 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Fletcher, John Batiman. Barnsley, Painter. April 13 at 11 at offices 
of Dibb and Raley, Regent st, Barnsley 

Gazard, Joseph, Cardiff, Saddler. April 10 at offices of Roberts, Ciare 
st, Rristol, in lieu of the place originally named 

Gibson, James, Euston ra, Window Blind Manufacturer. April 11 at 2 
at offices of [vimey, Staple inn, Holbora 

Gray, William Thomas, Birmingham, Brash Manufacturer. April 11 
at 10 at offices of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 

Greig, George Christie, Hebburn, Durham, Baker. April 12 at! at 
offices of Keenlyside and Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st 
west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Griffiths, David, Great Bridge, Stafford, Iron Manutacturer. April 12 
at 11 at the Union Hotel, Union st, Birmingham. Shakespeare, Old- 
bur 

Gros, Henri, Manchester, Innkeeper. April 17 at 2 at offices of Cobbett 
and Co, Brown st, Manchester 

Handiey, Joha, Rochdale, Woolstapler. <pril 13 at 3 at offices of 
Standring, King st, South parade, Rochdale 

Hardwick, Alfred, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Fruit Salesman. April 12 
at 12 at offices of Lewis, Southwark bridge rd 

Harris, John, Stoke-upon-Trent, Commercial Traveller, April 1l at3 
at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Harrison, John, Lower ‘Tranmere, Cheshire, Joiner. April 1! at3 at 
offices of Sebright and Co, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 

Heelas, George, South Shields, Coach Builder. April 12 at3 at the 
Golden Lion Hotel, King st, South Shields 

Hiles, William Frederick, Staveley, Derby, Fruiterer. April 16 at3 
at offices of Swattield, Burlington st, Chesterfield 

Hill, Thomas, Govilon, Mon, Grocer. April 16 at 2 at offices of Sayce, 
Lion st, Abergavenny 

Hobson, Elizabeth, and George Hobson, Leeds, Hosiers. April 12 at 3 
at offices of Craven, East parade, Leeds 

Hollis, George Frederick, Hockley, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. April 
= at 10.15 at offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birming- 

am . 

Holmes, John, Abergavenny, Mon, Fellmonger. April 7 at the Angel 
Hotel, Abergavenny, in lieu of the place origiually named 

Jackson, Thomas, Lincoln, Grocer, April 16 at 2 at oifices of Page, 
jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln 

James, Alexander, Abertillery, Mon, Timber Merchant. April 17 at 2 
at offices of Griflith and Corbett, Cardiff 

Jenkins, Benjamin, Cwmbian, Mon, Grocer. April 11 at 12 at offices of 
Gibbs, Tredegar place, Newport 

Jewell, James, Buckland Brewer, Devon, Oarpenter. April 13 at;12 at 
offices of Rooker and Bazeley, Bridgeland st, Bideford 

Jewitt, Thomas Consett, Durham, Butcher. April 9 at 3 at offices of 
Turner, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Key, Timothy, billinghay, Lincoln, Farmer. April 14 at 10,30 at the 
Old White Hart lon, New Sleaford. Dyer 

Kirby, William, Catherine st, Covent garden, Gas Fitter. April9 at2 
at offices of Howse, Ked Lion sq, Holborn. Morris, Scaple ina, 
Holborn 

Knill, William, Bristol, Brewer. April 13 at 11 at offices of Piuammer, 
Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Laing, James, and George Augustus Jaques, Newcastle-upon-Tyae, 
Ship Brokers. April 9 at 11 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Lee, Arthur Emanuel, Swansea, Frame Maker. April 12 at 11 at offices 
of Thomas, York place, Swansea 

Lee, Benjamin, Dewsbury, York, Insurance Agent. April 13 at 12 at 
offices of Read, Central buildings, Dewsbury 

Lewis, James Crotch, East Stonehouse, Devon, Grocer. April 14 at lt 
at offices of Square, George st, Plymouth 

Lloyd, Edward John, Pembridge, Hereford, Colliery Agent. April 11 
= 12 at the Craven Arms Hotel, Craven Arms, Salop. Walker, Church 

tretton 

Macdonald, Charles, Yarm, York, Joiner. April 10 at 10,30 at offices 
of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Maley, David, Victoria rd, Kentish town, Oilman. April 16 at 12 at 
offices of Smart and Co, Cheapside. Ryan, Lincoln’s ion fields 

Markall, James Williams, Birmingham, Saddler. April 10 at 11 at 
offices of Waiter, Ann st, Birmingham 

Marshall, John William, High st, Camden town, Fishmonger. April 
10 at 2 at offices of Young aud Sons, Mark lane 

Mason, George Thomas, Gosport, Oil Merchant. April 9 at 3 at 145, 
Cheapside. King, Portsea 

Mayner, Edwin Heary, Broadstairs, Kent, Draper. April 1l at 12 at 
the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Sparkes and Mercer, 


Ramsgate 

M‘Callum, Peter McEurton, Mac’s place, Fetter lane, Printer. April 
20 at 2 at offices of Learoyd and Co, Albion chambers, Moorgate 

McConnell, Geor,ze, jun, Colne, Lancashire, Boiler Coverer. April 14 
at }1 at the Thorn Hotel, Burnley. Carr, Colne 

Morris, John, Burntwood, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. April 16 at 
12.30 at offices of Cooper and Chawner, Uttoxeter 

Morrison, Elizabeth, Birkenhead, Poulterer. April 11 at 2 at offices of 
Hannan and Pugh, Dancan st, Birkenhead 

Mussared, Alfred James, Maidstone, Kent, Confectioner. April 13 at 2 
at offices of Monckton and Co, King st, Maidstone 

Narracott, George Reed, Liverpool, Boot Maker, April 12 at 1 at 
offices of Lowe, Castle st, Liverpooi 

Nurse, Edward, Coventry, Clerk. April 11 at 12 at offices of Hughes 
and Masser, Little Park st, Coventry 

O'Neill, James, Sheffield, Grocer. April 11 at 4 at offices of Gee, Fig 
Tree lane, Sheffield, Binns, Shettield 

Oxford, Herbert James, Southampton row, Russell sq, Cheesemonger. 
April 10 at 12 at the Bedford Head, Maiden lane, Covent garden.. 
Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 
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Oyston, William, Merrington lane, Durham. April ll at 12 at offices 


of Longden, Fawcett st, Sunderland : 
Parr, William, Teignmouth, Devon, Licensed Victualler. April 11 at 
3 at the Royal Hotel, Teignmouth. Pearson and Whidborue, 
Dawlish 
Paul, Thomas, Cheapside, Commission Agent. April 11 at 3 at offices 
of Reynolds, Fornival’s inn “.9 
Pearce, James, Upper rise, Brixton hill, Builder. April 9 at 1 at 
offices of Moss, Gracecburch st 
Perfect, George, Bexley Heath, Kent,Farmer. April 12 at 2 at offices 
of Russell and Co, Old Jewry chambers : 
Pitchford, Timothy, West Bromwich, Stafford, Clog Maker. April 14 
at 10.15 at offices of Jackson, Lombard st, West Bromwich j 
Porter, Herbert Edward, Wymeswold, Leicester, no occupaticn. April 
11 at 12 at offices of Goode, Baxter gate, Loughborough __ 
Potts, William Havelock, Sunderland, Durham, Tailor. April 11 at 3 
at offices of Lawson and Robinson, Villiers st, Sunderland 
Pratt, Robert Arthur, Spalding, Lincoln, Auctioneer. April 13 at 1 at 
the White Hart Hotel, Spalding. Gaches, Peterborough ‘ 
Roberts, Charles Digby, Coventry, Warwick, Metal Worker. April 11 
at 12 at the Midland Hotel, Birmingham, Terrell and Honey, 
Aldermenbu Pa 
Roberts, Hepworth, and Alfred Ash, Wakefield, York, Corn Factor. 
April 13 at 3 at the Bull Hotel, Wakefield. Turner, Leeds a 
Rogers, Henry, jun, Clement’s lane, Wine Merchant. April !2 at 12 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Carr and Co, Basinghall st 
Routledge, James, John Davidson, William Kennedy, Thomas Camp- 
bell, Andrew Roseby, George Ingl:dew Hopper, Joseph Little, 
George Oliver, and Joseph Barkhouse, Ferry Hill Station, Durham, 
Engineers. April 13 at 11 at the County Hotel, Old Elvet. Peele, 
Durham ; 
Salthouse, Thomas Carter, Manchester, Drysalter. April 12 at 12 at 
offices of Sutton and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Sandeman, Juiian Frederick, Slough, Bucks, no profession. April 25 
at 3 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Lewis and Lewis, 
Ely place, Holborn 
Scott, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. April 13 at 11 at offices 
of Keenlyside and Forster, Giainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Shaw, Eliza, Huddersfield, April 12 at 3 at offices of Drake, John 
William st, Huddersfield 
Shaw, John, Knaresborough, York, Innkeeper. April 12 at i2 at 
offices of Powell, Castle yard, Knaresborough 
Shaw, John William, Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. 
-_— i2 at 8 at offices of Mills and Bibby, Byram buildings, Hudders- 
field 
‘Sberwvod, Francis James, Swansea, out of business. April ll at 3 
at the Nelson Hotel, Nelson st, Swansea. Sherwood, Swansea 
Short, Kezia, Bristol, Stationer. April 14 at 11 at offices of Essery, 
Gui dhall, Broad st, Bristol 
Shotton, William John, Sunderland, Durham, Architect. April 1l at 3 
at offices of Fairclough, West Sunniside, Sunderland 
Silvester, Arthur Lucas, and William Henry Hiron, Birmingham, 
Jewellers. April 12 at 12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. 
Davenport, Birmingham 
South, Richard Walter, Abingdon st, Westminster, Theatricai Manager. 
April 9 at 4 at offices of Lay and Scott, Great Newport st, St 
Martin's lane 
Stubbings, John, Penge, Surrey, Carman. April 10 at 1 at Mullen’s 
Hotel, Ironmonger lane. Pullen, Basinghail st 
Tanner, Thomas, Birmingham, I:fiporter of Fancy Goods. April 13 at 
3 at offices of Parr, Coilmore row, Birmingham 
Taylor, George, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Groeer. April 13 at 
il at the Imperial Hotel, Cornwailis st, Barrow-in-Furness. Brad- 
shaw, Barrow-in-Furness 
Taylor, John, Thornton Heath, Surrey, Chemist. April 11 at 3 at 
offices of Houlders, Barbican 
Tolton, William, Leicester, Butcher. April 16 at 4 at offices of Shires, 
Market st, Leicester 
Tomline, James, Newport, Salop, Surgeon. April 12 at 11 at offices ot 
Heane, Newport 
Tooth, John, Longton, Stafford, Grocer. April 11 at 12 at offices of 
Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Tweedy, Thomas, Darlington, Durham, Fruit Merchant. April 5 at 2 
at the Adelphi Hotel, Railway st, York. Tweedy, Stockton-on-Tees 
‘Vaughan, Matthew, Cardiff, Butcher. April 7 at 2 at offices of Tribe 
and Co, Crockherbtown, Cardiff 
Vinton, Charies, Kingston-upon-Hull, Fish Merchant. April 6 at 3 at 
offices of Woodhouse and Peach, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Tyne 
Wadham, Charles Henry, Leede, Boot Manufacturer. April 17 at 11 
at offices of Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 
‘Webb, William Pickford, Stockport, Cheshire, General Draper. April 
18 at 3 at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester, Storer, 
Manchester 
“White, William, Harley terrace, Leytonstone, out of business. April 
16 at 2 at offices of Webb, Barbican chambers, Barbican 
‘Wild, William, Buckley Wild, and Isaiah Wild, Heaton Norris, Lanca- 
shire, Cotton Doublers. April 18 at 3 at the Olarence Hotel, Spring 
gardens, Manchester. Boote and Edgar, Manchester 
“Williamson, Fergus, Sheffeld, Hosier. April 11 at 3 at the Outlers’ 
Hall, Church st, Sheffield. Rodgers and Co, Sheffield 
“Winter, Jesse, Abney park terrace, Stoke Newington, Marble Mason. 
April 16 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, Quilter, Fore st 
Wood, Thomas, Maryport, Cumberland, Draper. April 14 at 3 at the 
Senhouse Arms Hotel, Maryport. Tyson and Hobson, Maryport 
Woodmore, Philip, Binstead, Isie of Wight, Baker. April 23 at 1 at 
3 kingsa!e, Lugley st, Newport 
Wright, George, Demrsy st, Stepney, Confectioner. April 17 st 2 at 
offices of Slater, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. Hand, Guildhall 
chambers, Basinghal) st 
‘Yabsiey, Jonn Smith, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. April 13 at 2 at 
offices of $a mon and Henderson, Broad st, Bristol 


Touxspay, April 3, 1877. 
Begg, John. Bolton, Mineral Water Manufacturer. April 19 at 3 at 
offices of Dowling, Wood st, Bolton 
Betts, Charles Joseph, Northampton, Leather Seller, April 13 at 3 at 
offices of Jeffery, Market sq, Northampton 





Boon, Wil iam, Talk-on-the-Hill, Stafford, Collier. April 16 at 11 at 
offices of Sherratt, Market st, Kidsgrove 
Broeme, Lizzie, Hanley, Boot Dealer. April 11 at 11 at offices of 
Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 
Bryan, William, Dudley, Worcester, Grocer, April 12 at 11 at offices 
of Lowe, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 
Burroughs, Alfred George, Worcester, Provision Merchant. April 13 
at 12 at offiecs of Corbett, Avenue House, The Cross, Worcester 
Cairns, Williaw, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Drapor. April 11 at 11 atthe 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Hanley. Stevenson, Hanley 
— —— Bristol, Builder. April 14 at 1 at offices of Clifton, Corn 
st, Bristo’ 
Colman, Solomon, Manchester, Jeweller. April 20 at 3 at offices of 
Gardner, Brown st, Manchester 
Cooper, George, Longton, Stafford, out of business, April ll at 11 at 
offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Dawson, George, Blyth, Northumberland, Grocer. April 17 at 3 at 
oe aon Hotel, Neville st, Newcastle-upou-Tyne, Nicholson, 
orpet 
Day, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Travelling Showman. April 10 at2 
at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcas:le-upon-Tyne 
Dobson, William Clayton, York, Tailor. April 13 at 3 at offices of 
Crumbie, Stonegate, York 
Emery, James, Preston, Skip Manufacturer. April 13 at 2 at offices 
of Biackhurst, Fox st, Preston 
Fitzpatrick, Joseph Heremon Persee, Tunbridga Wells, Gent. April 
16 at 2.30 at 145, Cheapside. Stone and Simpson, Tunbridge W. 
Froggatt, Thomas, Dudley, Worcester, Auctioneer. April 14 at 11 at 
offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Gill, Clayton, Holbeck, nr Leeds, Butcher. April 16 at 3 at offices of 
Granger, Bank st, Leeds 
Godden, Daniel, Nayland, Suffolk, Dealer. April 12 at 10 at offices of 
Smythies and Co, North hill, Colchester 
Greaves, Jonathan, Oldham, Accountant. April 18 at 3 at offices of 
Ascroft and Sons, Clegg st, Oldham 
Green, Henry, Neath, Glamorgan, Colliery Proprictor. Apri! 14 at12 
at offices of Curtis, Queen st, Neath 
Greener, Thomas, Darlington, Durham, Mining Engine2r. April 13 
dy at the Lecture Room, Central buildings, Darlington. Allison 
and Co . 
Hamer, Henry, Carnarvon, Marine Store Dealer. April 24 at 2 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Chester. Jones and Co, Carnarvon 
Harris, Edmund, West Hartlepool, Miller. April 16 at 3 at offices of 
Todd, Surtees st, West Hartlepool 
Hanson, Jonah, Kirkheaton, York, German Yeast Dealer. April 21 at 
1 at offices of Welsh, Queen st, Huddersfield 
Hedley, Arthur, Elyhaugh, Northamberland, Farmer. April 13 at 3 
at otfces of Nicholson, Bridge st, Morpeth 
Hepburn, John, South Stockton, York, [nnkeeper. April 17 at 10,30 
at offices of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Hewitt, William Bowers, Parwich, Derby, out of bus'’ness. April 18 
at 3at the White Hart Hotel, Uttoxeter. . Welch, Longton 
Hewitt, William John, Ramsgate, Wheelwright. April 16 at3 at the 
Bull and George Hotel, High st, Ramsgate. Sparkes and Mercer 
Hields, Robert, Dringhonses, York, Grocer. April 13 at 11 at offices of 
Crambie. Stonegate, York 
Hodson, George Jusepb, Hanley, Second Hand Dealer. April 12 at 2 
at the Sea Lion Hotel, Hich st, Hanley 
Hopkins. Charles John White, High st, Clapham, Hatter. April 18 at 
3 at offices of Buchanan and Rogers, Basinghall st 
Horrocks, Thomas, Manchester, Manufacturer. April 16 at3 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Dutton 
Hulme, William, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Hay Dealer. April 
11 at 11 at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Hulmes, John, Altrincham, Cheshire, Tailor. April 20 at 3 at offices of 
Atkinson and Co, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Jackson, Francis Thomas, Bristo!, Tobacconist, April 13 at 3 at offices 
of Tricks and Co, Nicholas st, Bristol 
James, John, Llanelly, Carmarthen, General Dealer. April 13 at 11 at 
offices of Howells, Stepney st, Lianelly 
Johnson, Edward, Dudley, Worcester, Ironfounder. April 13 at 11 at 
offices of Lowe, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 
Jones, John, Bristol, Confectioner. April 19 at 12 at offices of Tricks 
and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol. Perham, Bristol 
Tull, Elizabeth, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Auctioneers. April 13 at 2.20 
at the Sussex Hotel, Tunbridge Wells. Stone and Simpson, Tuno- 
bridge Wells 
Kistruck, John, Horne, Suffolk, Farmer. April 24 at 2 at offices of 
Pollard, St Lawrence st, Ipswich y 
Lane, Charles, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Hay Dealer. April 17 atl! 
at offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 
Matthews, John, Audley, Stafford, Labourer. April 12 at 11 at offices 
of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Mellor, Thomas, Manchester, Woollen Merchant. April 20 at 3 at 
on of Jellicorse and Bates, Market st, Manchester. Bates, Man- 
ester 
Murray, Alice Fenwick, Whitley, Northumberland. April 18 atl at 
otlices of Sidney and Son, Bridge st, Blyth 
Onions, William, and Edwin Onions, Tipton, Stafford, Ironmasters. 
April }1 at 11 at the Union Hotel, Union st, Birmingham. 
peare, Oldbury 
Ornen, Richard Hungerford, Roade, Northampton, Surgeon, April lz 
at 3 at offices of Becke, Derngate, Northampton 
Pearce, Edward Nevill, Queen Victoria st, Cutler. April 23 at 3 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Miller, Moorgate st 
Pedrick, Thomas Giles, Teig h, Devon, Jeweller. April 11 at 3 
at 1, Brook hill, Fore st, Teignmouth. Friend, Exeter 
Peel, Ann, Torquay, Devon, Milliner. April 18 at 11 at the Bedford 
Hote), Covent garden, Carter and Son, Torquay 
Phillips, James, Longton, Statiord, Draper. April 19 at 11 at the Cope- 
land Arms Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Welch, 
Pitt, William, Chester, Timber Merchant. April 11 at 11.30 at offices 
of Nicholson, Grosvenor chambers, Newgate si, Chester 
Ravenscroft, William, Mobberley, Cheshire, Coach Builder. April 16 at 
2.30 at the Angel Hotel, Knutsford. Fletcher 
Robinson, George Henry, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Draper. April 
is at Li at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn, Draper, Stockton-on- 
ees 
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Roberts, George, Dudley, Worcester, Commission Agent. April 12 at 
io at offices of Stokes, Priory st, Dud 


Roderick, Richard Morgan, Treforest Ticdstriin t dodent Victualler. 
A eh at 12,30 at «ffices of Smith and Co, Victoria st, Merthyr 


1 

ghimield, George, Sheffield, Steel Converter. April 13 at 11 at offices 
of Binney and Sons, Queen et chambers, Sheffield 

Simmonds, William, Wocdcote, Oxford, Farmer. April 17 at 12 at 
offices of Tidy and Co, Friar st, Reading 

Spiking, James Edward, Dewhurst, York, Grocer. April 20 at 3 at 

of Chadwick and Sons, Church st, Dewsbury 

Stainer, William, Kidsgrove, Stafford, Butcher. April 11 at 3 at offices 
of Ashmall, Cheapsice, Hanley 

‘Stansfield, Joseph Hudson, Huddersfield, York, Linen Draper. April 
19 at 3 at offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Turner, Edmund, Dodford, Northampton, Innkeeper. April 12 at 11 
at offices of Becke, Derngate, Nort pton 

‘Williams, Hugh, Mynytho, Carnarvon, Shoemaker. April 16 at1 at 
the Crown Hotel, Pwllheli. Breese and Co, Pwilheli _ 

Wormald, Jane, Halifax, York, Stone Merchant. April 20 at 3 at 
offices of Walshaw, Crown st chambers, Halifax 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 


57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless systera of adapting 


(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 


ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
P amphlet Gratis and Post-free. 


EDE AND SON 


ROBE eG MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS XC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET, 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 

direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 

of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 

sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 

support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 

care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for advertise- 
ment and file of “‘ London Gazstte” kept, By appointment. 


GEASIDE EDUCATION for DAUGHTERS of 
Le GENTLEMEN.—ST. EDMUND’S HOUSE, HUNSTANTON, 
NORFOLK, near SANDRINGHAM.—Mrs. and the Misses CaALLow 
RECEIVE and EDUCATE a limited number of YOUNG LADIES, who 
haveevery possible hime comfort; resident German, French, and 
Musical Goveinesses; visiting Masters. Hunstanton is the only 
watering place on the Fast Coast of Great Britain having a westerly 
sea asyect, and stands in the Registrar General’s returns on an average 
Of twenty-five years as the healthiest place in England, Spring term 
Py —* on Thursday, 25th January. Terms, references, &c., 
Pp. in. 


ALKER’S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 

opie all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 

1867. Gold from £15 15s.; Silver from £6 63.—68, Cornhill; 230, 
Regent-street ; 76, Strand, 


[_ 2314 COMPANY’S EXTRACT of MEAT. 


Finest Meat-flavouring Stock for Soups, made Dishes, and 
Sauces, Caution—Genuine ONLY with fac simile of Baron 
Liebig’s signature across Latel. 


ENERAL NOTICE to SOLICITORS and 

others REMOVING out of OFFICES and CHAMBERS.—The 

NEW WAREHOUSES of THE PANTECHNIOON, Belgrave-square, 

don, erected in DETAOQHED BLOCKS, are ready for STORING 

Fnrniture, Baggage, Wine, Works of Art, and Carriages; end the 

ORIGINAL and NEW STRONG ROOMS {cr DEEDS and PLATE.— 
SrrH furTe & Joun Raver MACHER. 





























EDUCED RATES of INTEREST for adv ances 
from the TEMPERANCE PERMANENT BUILDING 
SOCIE TY.— £50,000 ready to be advanced, either by ordinary mort- 
gages, not subject to monthly repayments, or by the building society’s 
plan of monthly repayments, which include principal, premium, and 
interest, the interest being calculated at 5 per cent. on the balance 
each year. 
6 Years. | 8 Years. | 10 Years. | 12 Years. | 14 Years. | 15 Years. 
4541255 £s.d. | £8. d. £s.4. | £8. 4d. 
1464176,],135 10 8 01810 / 018 1 
Advances can be had fur any other term of years not exceeding 15, 
the repayments being proportionate. 
Apply to HENRY J. PHILLIPS, Secretary. 
Offices, 4, Ludgate-hill, London, E.0. aceon 
Note.—More than two million pounds sterling have been advanced 
upon house property alone. 
Commission is paid to the Profession for the introduction of Borrowers 


THE AGRA BANK (LIMITED), 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Cunrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cu> 


tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credi* 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 


Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 percent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 


Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branche 
—_ eer free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sen 
‘or collection. 


Sates anp Puacuases effected in British and foreign securities, 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertake 


Interest drawa, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised, 
Every other description of banking business and moncy agency 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


HE LONDON ASSURANCE OORPORATION, 
FOR FIRE, LIFE, AND MARINE ASSURANCES, 


(Incorporated by Royal Charter, a.p. 1720.) 
Office:—No. 7, ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 


West-Enp AGENTS : 
Messrs. GainpLaY & Co., 55, Parliament-street, S.W. 

















Governor—EDWARD BUDD, Esq. 
Sub-Governor—MARK WILKS COLLET, Esq. 





Deputy-Governor—WILLIAM RENNIE, Esq. . 
Directors. 
Hugh Geugh Arbuthnot, Esq. A. C. Guthrie, Esq. 
Robert Burn Blyth, Esq. Louis Huth, Esq. 
William Thomas Brand, Esq. Henry J. B. Kendall, Esq. 
Major-General H. P. Burn. Charles Lyall, Esq. 
George William Campbell, Esq. Capt. R. W. Pelly, R.N. 
George B. Dewharst, Esq. David Powell, Esq. 
Robert B, Dobree, Esq. P. F. Robertson, Esq 
George L. M. Gibbs, Esq. Robert Ryrie, Esq. 
Robert Gillespie, Esq. David P. Sellar, Esq. 
Howard Gilliat, Esq. Col. Leopold Seymour. 
Henry Goschen, Esq. Lewis A. Wallace, Esq. 
Edwin Gower, Esq. William B. Watson, Esq. 
Solicitors. 
Messrs. Johnsons, Upton, Budd, & | Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, Withers, 
Atkey, 20, Austinfriars, E.C. & Russell, 4, Bedford-row, W.C. 





FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

NOTICE is besaiey given to persons Assured against Fire, that the 
renewal receipts for Premiums due at Lady Day areready to be de- 
livered, and that Assurances on which the Premium shall remain un- 
paid after Fifteen Days from the said Quarter-day will become void. 

Fire Assurances cap be effected with the Corporation at moderate 
rates of Premium. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 
i Sennen may be effected either with or without participation 
in profits. # 
Copies of the Actuary’s Report on the quinquennial valuation to the 
Sist December, 1875, also of the Accounts, pursuant to ‘‘ The Life 
Assurance Companies Act, 1870,” may be obtcined on application. 
The Directors are ready to receive applications for Agencies to the 


Corporation. 
JOHN P. LAURENCE, Secretary. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Fanded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
19, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Paid-up Capital, £480,000. 
Ifrequired Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 


F. 8. CLAYTON, } Joint 
C, H, CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 
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LAW UNION FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, 


The only Law Office in the United Kingdom combining Fire and Life Insurance. 





Chief Office :—126, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C., 





The Funds in Hand and Capital Subscribed amount to upwards of £1,400,000 Sterling, 





By express provision in the Company’s Deed of Settlement, and by the Conditions of the Policies of 
the Company, the Capital and Funds of each Department are kept distinct, and under no circumstances can 


other Department. 


the Copsiel or Funds of one Department be applied to the payment of Losses or Expenses incurred tn the 





Chairman—JAMES CUDDON, Esgq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith Building, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C, PEMBERTON, Esq. (Lee and Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 





Extract from the Report of the Directors for the year 1876. 
In the Fire Department, during the twelve months ending 30th November last, 6,175 Proposals were made for 
insuring £5,785,190; and 5,783 Policies and Guarantees insuring £5,319,232, yielding new Premiums to the amount 


Of £7,557 1s. 6d., were completed. 


In the Life Department, during the same period, 319 Proposals were made for insuring £338,771, and 25T 
Policies were completed, insuring £227,175, and yielding new Premiums to the amount of £8,938 8s. 4d., of which 


£2,462 1s. 3d. were single Premiums. 


Seventeen Annuities were granted, the purchase-money for which amounted to £8,690 2s, 11d. 
The total number of Life Policies in force on 30th November last (exclusive of Annuity Policies) was 2,956,. 


insuring the sum of £2,147,559. 


The Gross Income of the Company (exclusive of the sums received for Annuities) for the year ending 30th No-. 
vember last amounted to £126,345 6s, 4d., which, added to the sum received for granting Annuities, makes a total. 


receipt of £135,035 9s. 3d. 


The average rate of Interest obtained on the gross Assets of the Company during the past year was £4 10s. 7d. 


per cent. 





Every description of Fire and Life Insurance Business transacted. 

Whole World and Unconditional Policies granted at a slightly increased Premium. 

This description of Policy is simply an undertaking to pay the sum assured on the happening of the event on 
which it is payable, without any condition whatever, except the payment of the Annual Premium. 

To Mortgagees the advantages of such a Policy cannot be over-estimated. 

The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interests and Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 





Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal 


, Reports of the Company’s progress, and every information will be forwarded 


postage free on application to the Secretary at the Head Office, or to any of the Agents of the Company. 


FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 








BY ROYAL LETTERS PATENT. 





EVANS & SWAIN'’S 
FIREPROOF CONSTRUCTION FOR FLOORS, CEILINGS, ROOFS, ETC. 


This system is entirely different from any others introduced, and its FIRE-RESISTING PROPERTIES ARE ABSOLUTELY PERFECT. 
It is of immense strength, easy of application, noiseless in use as a floor, and sound-proof as a ceiling; No IRON girders, joists, 
eolumns, or bearers, ALSO NO BRICK arches or concrete are used in its construction. It exerts no thrust upon the walls, which may 
consequently be made much thinner than generally required. Full particulars will be sent on application to 


Messrs. EVANS & SWAIN, 6, Southampton Street, Strand, London, W.C. 





WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 

Drarr Papen, 5s., 68. 6d., 78. 64., 78. 9d.,and 98. 9d. per ream. 
Bauer Paper, 15s. 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 
Footscar Parr, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 
Cream-Latp Nore, 3s., 4s., and 5s. per ream. 
Large Caxam-taip Nore, 4s. 6d., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 
Laxsee Buvz Nort, 3s. 64., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 
PEs, CREAM OR Buve, 3s, 9d., 48. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000, 
Tae “ Temrte” Exvevore, extra secure, 9s. 64. per 1000, 
Fooracar Orriciat Envetores, 1s. 94. per 100. 
Parraipee & Coorsr’s Vertum Wove Cxvs-Hovse Notes, 9s. 6d. per 


7 
the fac-simile wa ent ** PARTRIDGE 


each sheet bears te: ° 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” withou 
which oe genuine. aia 
"8, Printed Machme-ruled, 2s, 54, each \. 
doz., 135s, per roll. : we 
— on Fottowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, perdozen, 115s, per 


Reconys on Memoatats, 84, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 
Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books. 
An immense stock in various bindings. 





ASTE PAPER.—O. HERBERT, Wholesale and 

Retail Bookseller and Waste Paper Merchant, &c., 60, Goswell- 
road, London, E.C. Libraries purchased. C. Herbert, agent to the 
‘* Elgin New Paper Mills,” Chicago, desires to purchase Waste Paper, 
such as old ledgers, old account books, private documents (destroyed 
in the presence of the seller if desired), old briefs, quire stock, parlia- 
mentary reports, old books (with or without covers), newspapers, old 
magazines ; likewise old es waste string, &c. Bags prov’ 
if not less than 5 ewt. talogue of Books on sale forwarded on ré~ 
ceipt of two stamps. 


MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 
STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS. 
* Exceedingly usefal.”’—Standard. 

Sold by Stationers everywhere, Illustrated Catalogues post free from: 
HENRY STONE, MANUFACTURER & PATENTEE, BANBURY. 
All Sizes can be seen at 
13, CRANBOURNE-STREET, LEIORSTER-SQUAR E, LONDOW 
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